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ABSTRACT 

This report describes the administrators, teachers, 
and students involved in the Los Angeles (California) Unified School 
District's programs for students whose primary language is not 
English. The students were in elementary, secondary^ and special 
education programs. Survey results are stumarized at the beginning of 
the paper, followed by a more in-depth dascriptiun of the survey, and 
four appendices which make up about three-guarteifs of the document. 
The appendices describe the procedures used to Identify and assess 
the limited English Proficient students; present the tables of data 
collected in the survey; present the instruments used to collect the 
data and assess English proficiency; and describe the 
instruments — the Home Language Survey, the Basic Inventory of Natural 
Language, and the BilinguAl Program Surveys. Conclusions indicated 
that although the number of limited English speaking students 
increased from 1982-83 to 198S-86, most categories of school staff 
did not increase at the same rate. (JGL) 
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Sutrmary of the Bt Ungual Program Survey Report 

1985-86 



How many Limited-English Proficient (LEP) students attend UUSD schools? 

The chart below describes the number of LEP students enrolled In the 1985-86 
school year. 



El ementa ry 
Seconda-y 
Special Ed. 

Total 



106,714 

34,465 
4,030 

145,209 



How many LAUSD students are from non-English language backgrounds? 

The following graph presents the 1985-86 District breakdown of LEP. Fluent- 
English Proficient (FEP), and English-only (EO) students. 



FEP 
EO 




145,209 
139,715 
293,839 



Total District Enrollment 578,763 



(25«) 
(241) 
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Has thi LIP student body grown In tht past six years? 



The chart balow Illustrates the steady growth of LEP student enrol Iment dur- 
ing the 1980s an average Increase of 6.2^ per year. 



Number 
of LEP 
Students 



150,000 
140,000 
130,000 
120,000 
110,000 
100,000 
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What major languages are spoken in the school district? 



In 1985-86, the district recorded 78 languages spoken by the 145,209 LEP 
students. The most widely spoken languages art listed below* 

Primary Languages of LEP Students 



No, of Students Percentage of all 

Language Speaking the Language LEP students 



Spanish 


130,272 


901 


Kortan 


2,897 


2X 


Cantonese 


2,238 


1% 


Vietnamese 


1,873 


i% 


pnipino 


1,283 


\% 


Armenian 


927 


.51 


Farsi 


926 


.5% 


All others 


4,793 


31 


Total 


145,209 


100* 
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In whieh programs do aost LMJSD studtnts partlelpata? 



El ementary BIT 1 ngual Prog ram 

106,714 elementary school LEP pupils participated In tht 1985«a6 bilingual 
program. Pupils were anrolled in either full bilingual classroom programs 
or in Individual Learning Programs (ILPs). 



106,714 LEPs 



131 



10% 



771 



- Participated in ILPs at parentis request 

- Participated In ILPs because there were 
too few LEPs in the school to support a 
bilingual classroom program 



- Participated in bilingual classroom programs 



Secondary Bilingual Program 

34,465 secondary school LEP students^ participated In the 1985*86 bilingual 
program. 



-1 

201 - Complettd English is a Second Language (ESL) 

and are awaiting reclassification from LEP to FEP 

21 - Participated In ILPs 
It „ - Participated in bilingual classroom 
programs 



77? - Participated in ESL programs 
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Special Education Blllnqual Prog ram 

4,030 bningual special education students participated In the 1985-86 
program. 



4,030 Special Education LEPs 

- Participated in modified bilingual Individual Education Programs 
(I EPS) ' 



9BX 



1% 



- Participated in full lEPs 



Who teaches LEP students? 



Elementary Bilingual Prog ram 

Of the 9,494 classroom teachers instructing LEP pupils 
in elementary bilingual classroom programs and ILPs, 

1,570 (17%) had bilingual credentials 

491 ( 5%) had District A level fluency 

305 j 3%] had District B level fluency 

612 ( 61) had District C level fluency 

Of the 9,494 classrooms listed above, S,791 contained full 
bilingual classroom programs. Of the 5,791 teachers 
instructing LEP pupils in bilingual classroom programs, 

1|503 (26%) had bningual credentials 

450 j 81) had District A level fluency 

251 ( 41) had District B level fluency 

487 ( 81) had District C level fluency 

Elementary LEP pupils were asslssted by 

bilingual crosscultural teacher aides 
1,399 bilingual adult volunteers 
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Secofidafy Bilingual P rografr 

Of the secondary teachers serving LEP students, 

291 had bningual credentials 
347 had District A level fluency 

60 had District B level fluency 

45 had District C level fluency 

Of the 1,844 class periods of ESL offered to secondary LEP students, 

461 (251) were taught by teachers with fluency 
In their students' languages 
1,177 (641) were taught by teachers with ESL backgrounds 

Secondary LEP students were assisted by 

919 bilingual aides and teacher assistants 
144 bilingual adult volunteers 



Special Education Bilingual Program 
Of the teachers serving bilinguil special education students, 

21 had bilingual credentials 

22 had A, B or C level fluency 

Bilingual special education students were assisted by: 

299 elementary trainees and assistants 

50 secondary trainees and assistants 
114 trainees and assistants in special education schools 

79 adult volunteers in special education schools 
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CHAPTER i 
Introduction 

This 1905-86 Bilingual Survey Report describes the administrators, teach- 
ers, and students involved In the Los Angeles Unified School District 's programs 
for students whose primary language is not English. Data for this report were 
collected during the spring semester. The report findings are a summary of the 
information provided by the schools. 

Bilingual Education Goals 
The Lau Plan and Assembly Bill 507 established guidelines for the Dis- 
trict's bningual education program. These documents outline steps designed to 
meet the following goals: 

t Identify national origin minority students from 
non-English language backgrounds 

• Assess their language fluency and educational 
needs 

• Provide an educational program which teaches them 
English as effectively and efficiently as pos- 
sible and which meets their educational needs 

• Help staff (certificated and classified) serving 
students from non-English language backgrounds 
become as effective as possible. 

Evaluation Plan 

The chief objective of the District's evaluation plan Is to describe 
the bilingual program's Implementation In 1985-86. The evaluation Involves 
sumnarizlng the outcomes of the Identification and assessment of bilingual 
students and conducting the Bilingual Program Survey which gathers data about 
the District's bilingual program and its participants. 
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The? Identification and assessment process identifies students with Ian- 
guage backgrounds other than English and assesses thoir English oral language 
proficiency. (See Appendix A for full description if process.) 

The Bilingual Program Survey focuses on the District's classrooms. It 
gathers dascriptiye infontiatlon covering these aspects of the bilingual program: 

• Classroom programs established In 1985-86 

- Bilingual classrooms 

- English as a Second Language (ESL) 
programs 

- Individual Learning Programs (ILPs) 

• Student enrollment In these programs 
9 Teacher fluency 

• Primary language instructional support 
available to program participants, 

Hethodology 

Appendix A contains a complete description of identification procedures for 
LEP and FEP students* The school completes all these procedures with the 
eHceptlon of scoring BINL tests which are processed by Research and Evaluation 
Branch, and scored by CHECpoint Systems. The schools are mailed individual 
labels identifying each student*s fluency. This is part of the information used 
to determine student placement status. 

The majority of the data used In this report were collected during the 1986 
Spring Bningyal Program Survey* Appendix C contains the Instruments used to 
collect the survey data. For the survey, schools report the configuration of 
their classes which contain bilingual students, the services offered these 
students t and the type of support provided. 
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Remainder of the Report 
The remainder of this report is organized Into the following chapters: 

f Elementary, Secondary, and Special Education Bilingual Program 

• Findings and Discussion 

• Conclusions 

The appendixes Include: 

i Identification and assessment descriptions 

• Data tables 

• Data collection instruments 
t Instrument descriptions 
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CHAPTER 2 

Pernentary, Secondary, and Special Education Q lingual Programs 

The major goal of Lau and AB 507 tiementary Programs is to provide 
all LEP pupils with a curriculum designed to help them learn English while 
meeting their educational neods, 

*lhe major goal of Lau and AB 507 Secondary Progranis is also to provide 
all LEP students with a program designed to meet their educational needs. 
Both English as a second language (ESL) programs and bll ingual /bicul tural 
programs are offered for secondary sturients in LAUSD* 

Elementary and secondary LEP students are to be placed in racially 
integrated classrooms that are the same size as other classes in the same 
subject. Bulletin Nos. 41 and 42, issued by the Office of the Associate 
Superintendent, Instruction, December 30, 1982, outline the procedures for 
achieving these goals. 

Special Education programs for Lau students have three primary goals. 
The first goal Is to Identify students who are handicapped and from non-English 
language baci<grounds. The second goal is to assess the educational needs of 
tliese handicapped students through diagnostic-prescriptive procedures mandated 
by PL 94-142. The third goal is to provide an educational program that will 
meet the needs of handicapped LEP students while teaching them English as 
effectively and efficiently as possible. The procedures for achieving these 
goals are oucllned In Bulletin No. 4S, Issued by the Division of Special 
Education, January 4, 1985. 

Description of Elementary Programs 

Two basic programs are provided In elementary schools. The first is 
the bilingual classroom program and the second is the Individual Learning 
Program (I LP). 

17 
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Bl Unqual Classroom Program 

The bilingual classroom program Is offered by schools having 10 or 
more LEP pupils speaking the same primary language and from the same grade 
or age level. The classroom program offers j 

• Structured English-language development 

- Oral English 

- Reading and writing in English are added 
once criteria have been met 

• Structured primary-language development 

- Oral language 

- Reading and writing 

• Content courses (math, science, social studios) 
taught In the primary language and/or 
sheltered English. 

Structured primary-language development and content-course Instruction 
in the primary language are included in the bilingual program to help pupils 
sustain achievement in basic subject areas while they learn English. 
Indivlduai Learning Program 

Individual Learning Programs (ILPs) are offered by elementary schools 
having nine or fewer LEP pupils speaking the same primary language and from 
the same grade or age level. ILPs are tailored to meet the needs of the 
Individual pupil. They can be implemented within any classroom, including 
same-primary-language bilingual classrooms. ILPs offer: 

• English-as-a-Second Language (ESL) 

• Formal English reading and writing are 
added once criteria have been met 

• Supplementary Instructional services In 
the primary language provided by 

- Bilingual paraDrofesslonal s 

- Bilingual certificated staff 

- Peer tutors and 

- Bilingual volunteers. 
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ILPs differ from bilingual classroom programs chiefly in not providing 
LEP pupils with structured primary language development. 

ILPs can also be established when parents or guardians of LEP pupils 
request them. Parents can request that their child be placed In an ILP at 
enrollment or after withdrawing the child from a bningual classroom program. 
Program Steps 

Entering the program . To enter the bilingual program, an elementary 
school pupil must have a home language other than English and a fluency 
designation of LEP. Pupllf, in grades K - 6 are designated LEP If they score 
non- or 1 Imited-Engl ish-prof1c1ent on the English Basic Inventory of Natural 
Language (BINL). Pupils In grades 3 - 5 who score functional-or proficient- 
English-speaking on the BINL but fail a subsequent test of English reading and 
writing skills (SES Specimen Test) are also designated LEP. 

Cgmpletlng the program . There are two benchmarks for measuring progress 
made by LEP pupils toward completing the bilingual program and entering an 
English-only program. Pupils reach the first when they meet criteria for adding 
formal English reading to their curriculum. Formal English reading is added to 
a LEP student's program according to the following guidelines* 

• A student whose primary language uses a Roman alphabet adds English 
reading after completing Levels I and II of H-200+ ar. measured by a 801 
score on the Moreno test, and completing decoding and comprehension 
skills in primary language reading at the second grade level, 

• A student whose primary language uses a non-Roman alphabet and who is 
not literate In that language adds formal English reading when the 
teacher judges the student compitent in English reading readiness. 

• A student whose primary language uses a non-Roman alphabet and is 
literate In that language adds English Reading after completing Level I 
skills of H-200+ as measured by a 801 score on the Moreno Test and 
completing English reading readiness skins. 
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Pupils reach the second banchmark whcin they enter the reclassl fU^HIon 
process. Reclassification from LEP to FEP is a fourstep process. It Involves 
(a) receiving a teacher's recommendation, (b) meeting District achievement 
criteria for English reading and writing and math, (c) receiving a functional or 
proficient-English-speaking designation on the reclassification BINL, and (d) 
consulting with parents. 

Certificated Bilingual Program Staff 

Lau Plan and AB 507 specify three types of certificated staff who 

may conduct bilingual classroom programs. Certificated personnel teaching 

bilingual classroom programs must meet one of these sets of staffing 

requirOTents: 

• Have a bningual credential or certificate of 
competence (BCC). This means that the state 
has certified (a) their fluency In English 
and another language and (b) their ability 
to Instruct pupils In both languages, 

• Have a waiver. Teachers on waiver have agreed to 
enroll in courses leading to a BCC, Walvered 
teacners must have b11 ingual/blcul tural aides 
assisting them with their LEP pupils. 

t Be team teaching with a teacher who has a BCC, 

Certificated staff serving just those LEP pupils enrolled in ILPs 

are not required to provide their pupils with primary language development, 

and therefore do not need to meet these requirements. 

Description of Secondary Programs 

Four basic programs are provided in secondary schools. They are: the 

bilingual programt the ESL programi individual learning programs (ILPs), 

and the remediation program. 
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Bi Ungua l Progran) 

The bningual pfogram Is designed for Spanlsh-spedklruj LEP students 

unable to read Spanish, The program offers: 

t Structured English language development 
program (ESL component) 

i Comrnun i cation skills in Spanish 

- Oral language 

- Reading and writing 

• Content courses (math, science* and 
social studies) taught in Spanish, 

Spanish cofiynunication skills are included In the bilingual program to 

help students develop the literacy they need in order to learn English, 

Content courses are taught in Spanish so that students do not fall behind as 

they learn English, A full bilingual program is offered by schools having 

30 or more Spanish-speaking LEP students who are not proficient in Spanish, 

ESL Program 

The ESL program is designed for LEP students proficient in their own 
languages. The program offers ^ 

t Structured English language development 
program (ESL component) 

i Instruction in English reading 

§ Content courses with primary language 
support as needed 

The ESL program Is divided Into four levels, ^ch providing instruction 
in English listening, speaking, reading, and writing, A full ESL program 
Is offered by schools having 40 or more LEP students of any language and ESL 
level. Full ESL programs are also offered by schools having 20 or more LEP 
students of any language but at the same ESL level. 
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Indlvldijal Learning Program 

Two types of ILPs are available. The first, a bilingual ILP, is offered 
by schools with 29 or fewer Spanish-speaking LEP students who lack Spanish 
reading sknis. This program emphasizes both the acquisition of English and 
the development of Spanish literacy skills. The second type of ILP is offered 
by schools with 39 or fewer LEP students at different ESL levels, or 19 or 
fewer at the same ESL level. It anphasizes English-language skills. 
Renigdlatlon Program 

The remediation program Is a special course of study designed for students 
who (a) have completed ESL, (b) are receiving Instruction in English, and 
(c) are awaiting reclassification from LEP to FEP. These students must pass 
the appropriate district competency tests (ASC/TOPICS, PAIR/SHARP, and WRITE: 
Junior/Senior) as part of meeting reclassification criteria. They must also 
obtain a functional or proficient language classification on the English 
BINL. Students in the remediation program receive the Instruction they 
need to pass these tests. 
Program Steps 

Entering the program . To enter the bilingual program, a secondary 
student must have a home language other than English and a fluency designation 
of LEP. There are two ways for a student to be designated LEP. First, students 
who score non- or l1m1ted-Engl1sh-profic1ent on the BINL receive a LEP 
designation. Second, students who score functional- or proficient-English- 
speaking on the BINL but fail a subsequent test of English reading and writing 
skins (the Typewriter test) are also designated LEP. 

Progress . There are three types of progress that can be made by 
secondary LEP students, depending on their program placement. First, Spanish- 
speaking LEP students can progress from the Bilingual program, which emphasizes 
Spanish language development, to the ESL program, which emphasizes English 
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reading. This transition occurs when the student has made progresn In both 
Spanish reading cornprehenslon and math, as assessed by the teacher and a test of 
prerequisite skills (CTB? Espanol* Level C). Secondp LEP students enrolled In 
ESL can progress through the levels of the ESL program, D1str1ct*developed ESL 
proficiency tests are used to measure student progress In ESL coursework and to 
determine readiness for the next level. Thirds students In the highest ESL 
level can progress to an English-only Instructional program once 
reclassification criteria have been met. 

Completing the program . Four steps must be completed for a LEP student 
to be reclassified as FEP and enter an English-only program. These steps 
involve (a) receiving a teacher's recommendation; (b) meeting criteria on 
English reading and writing tests (PAIR/SHARP and WRITE JR/WRITE SR* 
respectively), and a math test (ASC/TOPICS) j (c) achieving a functional or 
prof1c1ent*Engl1sh-speak1ng designation on the reclassification BINL; and 
(d) consulting with parents* 

Description of Special Education Programs 
Verbal vs. Nonverbal Special Education Students 

A distinction Is made in special education between verbal and nonverbal 
special education students* Verbal students are defined as the learning handi- 
capped, educabl e retarded, visually handicapped, orthopedlcal ly handicapped^ 
seriously emotionally disturbed, other health impaired, and students In the 
Resource Specialist Program. Nonverbal students are defined as the aphasiac, 
autistlCj deaf/hard of hearing, mul tlhandicapped, trainable mentally retarded, 
and divelopmentally handicapped. When possible, verbal special education LEP 
students participate In full bilingual Individualized Education Programs 
(lEPs) and nonverbal students participate In modified bilingual IEPs» 
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Full Bningual lEPs 

Schools must meet several conditions before they are expected to provide 
their special education LEP students with full bilingual lEPs. First, a 
school must have at least 10 LEP special education students who speak the same 
primary language and who are in the same age group. Second, the school must 
have a special education teacher with a bilingual cross-cultural credential or 
certificate* Third, there must be parental consent. 

Elementary full IEP > An elementary special education full bilingual 
program offers: 

• Structured English-language development program 

- Oral English 

- Reading and writing in English are added 
once criteria have been met 

• Structured primary-language development program 

- Oral language 

- Reading and writing 

t Content courses te.g*» math) taUiiht in the 
primary language 

« Sheltered English or mainstream English instruc- 
tion provided when appropriatf 

t Parent education/involvement of 10 hours or more 
annually. 

Secondary full lEPs . A secondary school special education full 
bilingual lEP offersi 

• Structured English-language development program 

- Oral English 

* Reading and writing in English 

t Conmuni cation skins in the primary language 

t Content courses offered with primary language 
support 

• Parent education/Involvement of 10 hours or more 
annually. 
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Modified Binngual lEPs 

Modified bilingual lEPs must be made available to special education 
LEP students who are not enrolled In full bilingual lEFs, Modified bilingual 
lEPs, for grades K-12, are comprised of these instructional activities: 

• Structured English-language development program 

- Oral English 

- Reading and writing in English when appropriate 

t Content courses offered with primary language support 

• Parent education' classes of 10 hours or more annually. 
Program Steps 

Entering the program . The Identification and assessment procedures for 
verbal special education students parallel those for other students. Nonverbal 
LEP students are identified with the Home Language Survey for Nonverbal Pupils 
and the Observational Checklist for Identification of Potential Limited-English- 
Proficient Pupils Who Are Individuals with Exceptional Needs. 

Completing the program . As with rtgular bilingual program students, there 
are two benchmarks for measuring progress made by verbal special education students 
toward completion of the bilingual program. The first is reached when students add 
formal English reading to their bilingual programs. The second Is reached when 
students enter the reclassification process. 
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CHAPTER 3 
Findings and Discussion 



lEH Students Enrolled 



Elementary 
Secondary 
Special Education 



106,714 
34,465 
4,030 



Total : 



145,209 



Identi f ication and assessment of students from non-English lanyuage 
backgrounds produced these results: 

• 148,563 BINU were administered In 1985-86: 



76,334 English BlNLs to new students. 
52,752 primary language BINLs. 
18,444 reclassification BINLs for placement 
in English-only classes. 
487 retest BINLs as validity checks. 



78 languages were spoken by District LEP students, 

97% of all LEP students spoke one of the following languages: 

130,272 Spanish 
2,897 Korean 



Elementary programs provided LEP pupils In grades K-6 with appropriate 
bil ingual/bicultural Instruction. 

• 106,714 LEP pupils participated in Uu programs: 



81,983 in bilingual classroom programs in 7 
languages. 

24,731 in Individual Learning Programs (ILPs) 
in 73 languages. 



Languages of LEP Students 



2,238 
1,873 
1,283 
927 
926 



Cantonese languages 

Vietnamese 

Pilipino 

Armenian 

Farsl , 
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II The District staffed 5,791 bilingual classruonis: 



98% were Spanish bilingual classrooms* 
1.91 were Asian Unguflige (Cantonoso, Japanese, 

Kfwer, Korean, Vietnamese) bilingual clas^srooms, 
^01% were Armenian bilingual cl issrooms, 

PuplU on ILPs: 

71% spoke Spanish. 
4% spoke Cantonese, 
51 spoke Korean* 
4X spoke Vietnamese* 

24* (6,039) were on ILPs In bilingual classrooms. 

95,955 of the D1striet*s 106J14 elaDentary LEP pupils have 
primary language BINL results on file: 

37,068 09%) are proficient speakers of their 

primary language* 
33,893 (351) are functional speakers. 
20,941 (22%) are limited speakers* 
4,053 ( 4X) are nonspeakers of their 



Progress Hade by Elementary LEP Pupils 

Added English reading 

to thtir curriculum 30,240 (28%) 

Were reclassified into 

an English-only program 12,556 (101) 

Tiacher fluency 

5,791 teachers served LEP pupils in bilingual classrooms: 

1,503 had bilingual credentials/certificates (BCCs)* 

1»188 (21$) had District fluency A, B, or C: 



primary language* 



450 (381) had A level. 
251 (ZIJ) had B level. 
487 (411) had C level. 



3,703 teachers strvtd LEP pupils on ILPs: 



67 

220 




had bilingual credentials/certificates, 
had District fluency A, B, or C: 



41 (19%) had A level* 
54 (24%) had B level. 
125 (57%) hid C level. 
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• 7,516 bilinyual paraprofessiond U (6,117 paid and 1,399 unpaid) 
provided LEP pupils with Instructional asslsttince in the puplTn 
primary language* 

Secondary prografns provided LEP studGnts In grodas 7-12 with four 



blUngual program options. 

§ 34,465 LKP students participated In Uu programsi 

26,429 U7%) In ESL programs. 

761 { 21) In Individual Learning Programs. 
382 (IX) In blllngual/blcultural programs (Spanish only). 
6,893 (201) In remediation classes for basic skills awaiting 
reclassification to an English-only program. 



Progress Made by Secondary LEP Students 

Advanci:d from ESL 

to Engllsh^only 5,454 (141) 



9 Classroom staffing^ 

743 certificated bilingual personnel taught secondary bilingual 



291 had bningual cridentlals/certl ficates. 
452 had District fluency A, B, or C. 

347 (77$) had A level. 
60 (13t) had B level. 
45 {10%) had C level. 

1,844 class pirlods of ESL were provided, 

1,177 (641) were conducted by ESL teachers. 
115 ( 6%) were conducted by teachers having 
bilingual credentials, 

t 919 bilingual paraprofesslonals provided LEP students with 
instructional assistance In the student*s primary language. 

Special education programs provided instruction for handicapped 

students from non-English language backgrounds, 

• 4,030 handicapped students in grades K-12 participated in 
bilingual special education programs. 



classes. 



76 handicapped LEP students participated In full bilingual 
Individual Education Programs (lEPsh 



41 in elanentary schools and 35 In secondary schools. 
All were Spanish-speaking. 
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3,954 handicapped lEP studonts participated 1 n modi ficid lEPs, 
2»i20 1ri regular schools and 1.734 in special education schools. 
3|573 were Spanish-speaking* 

96 Spec. Ed, LEP students were reclassified from LEP to FEP. 
• Staffing 

43 (4S) Of the District's 986 special day clisses with LEP 
students were staffed by teachers fluent In a language other 
than Engl Ish. 

542 bningual paraprofesslonals offered primary language support 
to the District's special education LEP students* (See 
Appendix B for complete tables describing survey results,) 

Discussion 

Identifi cation and Assessment 

The total number of BINL tests administered each year Increased steadily 
since 1982-83. Increases and decreases occurred* however, In the administra- 
tion of different types of BINL tests. 

English BINL Primary Reclassification 
Year for New Enrol lees Language BINL BINL 

1985-85 76.334 52JS2 18,444 

1984-85 74.360 50.641 19.839 

1983-84 70,994 53.741 18.697 

1982-83 72,215 44.885 21,807 

The number of new enrol lees tested increased yearly since 1983-84. The 
number of primary language and reclassification BINL tests fluctuated over the 
last 4 years. Primary language BINL tests were administered most extensively 
In 1983-84. The largest year for reclassification BINL tests was 198Z-83, 
This was the first year the BINL was required for reclassification of 
secondary studtnti according to the guidelines in Bulletin No* 42, Office of 
the Associate Superintendent of Instruction, December 30, 1982, 

The number of identified LEP students and FEP students Increased since 
1983-84, but not proportionately, as Indicated in the next chart. The LEP 
population increased sas In 1983-84, 5.5% in 1984-85, and 8.2J In 1985*86, 
The FEP population has not Increased at the same rate as the LEP popuiatlon. 
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From 1982-83 to 1983-84 the FEP population Increased UA%. In 1984-85 the FEP 



population Increased 6.3%, and In 1985-86 It Increased 5.11. 



Percentage 

Identified of LEP Students Languages of 

tear LEP Students Speaking Spanish FEP Students LEP & FEP Students 



The percentage of LEP students speaMng Spanish Increased each year since 
1983-84. Since 1982-83 the number of identified lariyuages reported for LEP 
and FEP students Increased by 6 languages. 
Elementary 

One of the most Important problans faced by LAUSD's bilingual program 
planners Is maintaining or Increasing existing levels of bilingual education 
services as the LEP student body grows. One way to chart the District's 
success In handling growth is to compare annual percentage increases In 
bilingual education services with annual percentage Increases In elementary 
LEP pupils. As a rough benchmark, when services grow at the same rate as 
the LEP student body, the level of service is maintained. When services 
grow at a faster rate, the level of service Improves. The following table 
lists the levels at which bilingual services were provided to LEP pupils 
enrolled In full elementary bilingual classroom programs during the last two 
school years. 



1985-86 
1984-85 
1983-84 
1982-83 



145,209 
134,171 
127,192 
121,005 



90% 
89 
88 
88 



139,987 
133,150 
125,213 
109,758 



92 
S9 
90 

86 



Year 



Elementary 
LEPs 



Elanentary 

Bilingual 

Classrooms 



f 1 ementary Teachers w1 th 

Fluency 

ICfii Halyerj- A.andl. 



1985-86 
1984-85 



106,714 
99,558 



5,791 
5,358 



1,503 
1,509 



1,994 
1,683 



701 

507 
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In 1985-86» the Olstrlct'^ elementary school LEP pupils Increased by 
7,lS6* This Is a 1% Increase over the 1984*85 school year totaK This 
Increase In students was accoinodated by an 81 incraase In the number of 
bilingual classroom programs provided* The 1% real Irnprovement represents 
the addition of about 54 classroom programs beyond the 378 required just 
to stay even. 

Many new elementary wlassrooms were led by teachers with waivers* Between 
1985 and 1985^ the number of elementary teachers who signed waivers Increased 
by 19%* The number of elementary bilingual classroom teachers with BCCs 
dropped slightly from 1,509 to 1,503. 

District elementary classrooms with LEP pupils were somewhat less likely 
to have bilingual paraprofesslonal s in 1986 compared to 1985* Although the 
District hired 190 more paid bilingual paraprofesslonal s In 1986 than 1n 1985* 
this represented an increase of 3X rather than the 7% required to maintain 
servicas* 

The most important gain made between 1985 and IScC \ in teacher 
fluency* The number of teachers achieving District Fluency Level A or B 
Increased a dramatic 38S, rising from 507 to 701* The number of teachers 
having C level fluency also showed a significant (11%) Increase, rising from 
438 to 487* 

Another useful way of looking at the level of bilingual services provided 
by LAUSD 1$ to look at trends over time. The following table lists figures 
for the last four years* These numbers combine bilingual classroom programs 
and ILP assignments* 



ElOTentary 
Teachtrs 
Year With BCCs 

1985-86 1,570 

1984-85 1,596 

1983-84 1.513 

1982-83 1,548 



Elementary 
Teachers 
With Waivers 

2,017 
1J19 
1.853 
1.894 



Elementary 
Teachtrs With Fluency 
in Language of Students 
But Not on Waiver 

659 
602 
520 
430 



Elementary 
Bil ingual 
Parapro- 
fessionals 

7.516 
7.570 
7.178 
7,596 
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The number of UP pupils participating in District programs has grown 
an average of B% per year over the last four years. The number of teachers 
with BCCs who serve these students has not kept pace, having dropped twice 
and Increased once during the four year period. The number of walvered 
teachers has also fluctuated. It dropped each year from 1982-03 to 1984-85, 
and finally Increased In 1985-86. Staffing bilingual classrooms with 
qualified personnel is clearly a difficult task. The number of qnlified 
certificated staff, rather than gradually increasing each year, shifts from 
year to year. The number of nonwalvered teachers with District level fluency 
increased from 1982-83 to 1985-86. The number of bilingual paraprofesslonals , 
like the number of teachers with BCCs, has fluctuated from from year to year. 
Secondary 

A look at the trends developing in secondary bilingual education 
Indicates that since 1983-84, the steady Increase In the LEP student 
population outpaced the Increase in services offered. 

- J Sgcondary Students In Students 

Secondary Bilingual — Awaiting 

Ml up Students Programs ESI. ILP Reclassification 

1985-86 34,465 382 26 429 761 flo-? 

1984-85 31.042 432 24 6li 837 f.'?!! 

1983-84 28,875 458 23,410 734 4 973 

1982-83 28.989 593 24:540 3.856 '-- 

In *'^15-86, LEP students increased 11% over the previous year and in 1984- 

85, LEP students increased 7.5% The number of students enrolled in ESL classes 

and ILPs increased at a slower rate - 7A% and 5.2 % respectively. The 

number of students in bilingual programs decreased 17X in the last two years. 

As a result, the number of of students who completed the secondary bilingual 

curriculum and are awaiting reclassification from LEP to FEP status increased. 

These students continue to be served by being are enrolled in remedial 

instruction because they are unable to meet reclassification criteria-passing 
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scores on the District competency tests and the English BINL, 

In junior high school, the largest number of LEP students was in grade 9 
(6,873)» The number of students in grades 7-9 varies by only a few hundred 
pupils each year (91 at most). There ISp nowever, a 25% LEP Increase from the 
9th grade to the 10th grade. In senior high, the number of LEP students is 
highest in grade 10 (8,592 students) and decreases a dramatic 60% each year* 

When the number of secondary LEP students Is reported by grade, two 
unexplained trends appear: (a) The number of secondary LIP students Increases 
dramatically (251) from 9th to 10th grade. It Is unknown why such a large 
Increase occurs at this point* (b) The number of high school LEP students 
decreases 601 each year. The decrease 1s far greater than the number of 
reclassified students* 

Number of 

Secondary Teachers with Aides, Teacher Assistants, Peer 
District Tutors, and Adult Volunteers 
year BCC Fluency In Secondary Schools 

1985-86 291 452 3,327 

1984*85 297 454 2,884 

1983-84 334 511 1,079 

1982-83 381 529 1,035 

Since 1982-83, the number of secondary teachers with bilingual 
credentials or certificates of competency and District fluency has decreased 
and the number of secondary bilingual paraprofessional s Increased, The number 
of education aides decreased 26% in 1985-86 while all other categories In- 
creased — teacher assistants by 22%, bilingual peer tutors by 17%, and adult 
volunteers by 136%, Of these classifications, educational aides may have been 
replaced with teacher assistants, peer tutors and volunteers. Costs, 
availability, or Increased skills of other assistants may have caused the 
decrease In the number of aides. The rapid Increase of LEP pupils along with 
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the large number of teachers without bningual credentials, certificates of 
competency, or fluency (yet teaching secondary students) Indicate a great 
District need for more trained Instructors for secondary bilingual students. 
Special Education 

The number of special education LEP students Increased by a steady 
11-13% each year since 1983-84. The total number of District LEP students 
Increased only 5-8* each year, Indicating special education LEP students 
Increased at a faster rate than the total LEP population. 

Percentage 

5p. Ed. of Spanish Fjil Modified Classes with 

year LEP Students Speaking LEPs lEP lEP Sp. Ed. Students 

1985-86 4,030 91X 76 3,954 1.029 

1984-85 3,571 9lt 60 3.S11 952 

1983-84 3,172 90% 367 2,805 861 

1982-83 2,845 90* 373 2,472 897 

The percentage of Spanish speaking special education LEP students 1s 
slightly larger (1-3*) than the Spanish-speaking percentage of the total LEP 
population each year. This year the gap appears to be closing as 90* of the 
total LEP population is Spanish-speaking and 911 of the special education LEP 
students are Spanish-speaking. 

Prior to January 1985, 12-13* of the special education LEP students were 
placed in full lEPs. Bulletin 45 from the Division of Special Education 
changed the requirefflents for placement of students in full lEP classes. As a 
result, the percentage of students dropped to 2* after 1985. The number of 
classes with special education students fluctuated, but increased yearly since 
1983-84. 

Special Education 
Special Education Teachers with 



Monolingual A, 8, or C Special Education 

Ml Teachers BCC Fluency Paraprofessionals 

1985-86 986 21 22 542 

1984-85 909 16 27 394 

1983-84 827 13 23 133 

1982-83 861 19 14 58 

34 



Over the last 4 years, the number of special education classes with LEP 
students and monolingual teachers Increased yearly. The number of teachers 
with bilingual certificates or credentials fluctuated, but Increased very 
slightly since 1983-84. Fluctuations also occured in the number of special 
education teachers with A, B, or C fluency. In order to provide adequate 
services, the number of paraprofesslonals in special education classes 
increased dramatically each year: 1982-83 to 1903-84 129«| 1984-85 -- 
1961; and 1985-86 — 38«, 

The need for bilingual special education teachers is high. During 
1985-86, 1,029 special education classes contained bilingual students. These 
classrooms were served by 43 teachers with bilingual certification or fluency 
and 542 monolingual teachers with bilingual paraprofessiofials (trainees, 
assistants, and volunteers). This left 444 (m) classes without bilingual 
support for special education students. 
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CHAPTER 4 
Conclusions 

Both the numbers of LEP and FEP students In the District Increased con- 
siderably In the last few years. The LEP population Increased from 121,005 in 
1982-83 to 145,209 in 1985-86. This large growth created the need for 
increased District bilingual education services. FEP students increased from 
109,758 In 1982-83 to 139,987 in 1985-86. The number of BINL tests 
administered in English, primary languages, and for reclassification also 
increased , 

In elementary, secondary, and special education schools the number of 
qualified personnel needed to teach bilingual students has not kept pace with 
the expanding LEP population. At the elementary level, the number of LEP 
pupils Increased 172 from 1982-83 to 1985-86. The number of teachers with 
BCCs. waivers, and with fluency increased only 9%. At the secondary level, 
the number of LEP students increased 162 from 1982-83 to 1985-86, whereas, the 
number of teachers with BCCs and fluency decreased 182. However, secondary 
school aides, teacher assistants, peer tutors, and adult volunteers grew 692 
during the same time period. LEP special education students Increased 291 
since 198Z-83-, while the number of teachers with BBCs or fluency Increased 
232, The number of special education bilingual professionals Increased, but 
not enough to provide services to all LEP special education students. 

In the last few years, the District tried to keep pace with the rapidly 
growing LEP population by expanding their efforts to obtain additional 
qualified staff for LEP students. The District expanded Its recruitment of 
teachers and paraprofesslonal , offered training programs, encouraged staff to 
gain bilingual skills, supported team teaching, and encouraged teachers to 
sign waivers. 
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APPENDIX A 
Identification and Assessment 
G oals 

Two goals of the Lau Plan and Assembly Bill 507 are to (a) identify 
students from non»English language backgrounds and (b) assess their oral 
language proficiency. These are the first two steps In providing the 
District's limited English-speaking students with appropriate educational 
programs. 

Identification and Assessment Process 

Identification 

The Home Language Survey (HLS) is used to identify students who are 
from families that speak languages other than English. Families of students 
enrolling in the District for the first time answer tnese four HLS questions* 
1. Which language did your son or daughter learn when he or 

she first began to talk? 
2* What language does your son or daughter most frequently 
use at home? 

3. What language do you use most frequently to speak to your 
son or daughter? 

4. Name the language most often spoken by the adults at home. 

Prior to April 1986| when a language other than English appeared as 
an answer to any of the four HLS questions, the student's oral English fluency 
was assessed* As of April 1, these two types of students are designated as 
having a primary language other than English: 

!• Students whose families did not answer "English" to each of 

the first three HLS questions. These students must be assessed for 
English languagt proficiency. 

39 
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2. Students whose families answered "English" to the first 

three HLS questions but not to the fourth. These students must be 
assessed for English proficiency if District personnel doubt the 
student's proficiency. 
Assessment 

Once the HLS has determined that a newly enrolled student's English 
proficiency must be assessed, the student is given the English version of 
the Basic Inventory of Natural Language (BINL) within 30 school days of 
enrollment. The BINL is a standardiied individually administered test of 
oral language proficiency. The English EINL provides District personnel 
with an indication of the student's oral Enqllsh skills. Students scoring 
non- or limited-English-speaking are provided bilingual services. Pupils 
In grades K-Z with functional- or proficient-English-speaking scores are 
placed in an English-only program. Students (grades 3-12) scoring 
functional- or proficient-English speaking may be placed in the English-only, 
program, depending on the outcome of furtfier literacy testing that Includes 
English reading and writing. Students initially identified as functional- or 
proficient-English-speaking, but who fail these literacy tests, are placed 
in a bilingual program. 

In addition to new enrollees, the BINL Is given to the following groups: 

1. Students Requiring Retesting 

Students may be reassessed within 10 days if the parent, teacher, 
or school administrator doubts the accuracy of the first language 
classification. A retest must be administered and returned to 
Research and Evaluation within 10 days of receiving the student's 
first BINL results. 
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SAufefits Considered for Reclassification 

LEP students being considered for reclassification to cin Erujnsh.anly 
program must meet these four reclfissi flctitlon criteria: (a) rocom- 
mcndfltion by teachers; (b) Identification as functional- or 
proflcient-EngHsh-speaking on the BINL; (c) attainment of a pass- 
ing score nn appropriate District proficiency tests of reading, 
mathefnatlcSi and composition; and (d) recommendation by a local 
school administrator after consultation with parents and staff. 
Students Assessed w1 th a Primary Language BINL 

Students who receive a language classification of LEP may also be given 
the primary language OiNL. The primary language BINL, which is avail- 
able in 28 languages, provides diagnostic Information useful in placing 
K-12 LEP students in appropriate programs. The primary language BINL 
must be administered to those LEP students who (a) speak Armenian, Can- 
tonese, Korean, Spanish, or Vietnamese and (b) attend schools having 
16 or more students with the same language. The primary language BINL 
must be administered within 90 calendar days of enrollment. 
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Table B.l 

BINL Tests Processed Ju ly 1, 198S to June 30, 1986 



Region 


Maw 

flew 

Enron eis 


Retest 


Reclass. 


r 3jf wfl * 

Eval • 


Tn t A 1 

1 U V u 1 

Engl ish 


P 1^ 4 rfi a r* w 
r F iMrif Jf 

Language 


firl 

Total 


n 


%l 1 w J U 




1 1?7 


19 


6 110 


3 089 


q 399 


n 

y 




43 


£i> f M M «J 


1 0 


JU*t , H J M 










17 


1 n^Q 








11 ini 


n 
U 




9n 
Oj 


1 714 
i J / JL*t 


CO 




4 /IQ7 
Hp <fy / 


i J , DOD 


IT 
L 




HO 


UiO 








Id flRi 


F 


6,91q 


iOl 


1,369 


177 


a,£65 


4,627 


13,1^2 


G 


9,676 


53 


2,378 


37 


12,144 


7,729 


19,873 


H 


13,194 


70 


2,570 


49 


16,883 


10,175 


26,058 


Cite 


7,371 


27 


3,408 


8 


1 n o 1 /I 




1 /ICQ 

1*!, H&y 


Sp. Ed. 


89 








89 


58 


147 


Total 


76,334 


487 


18,444 


546 


95,811 


52,752 


148,563 


Note. 


Based on records In the BINL Processing Center 


, Research 


and 





Evaluation Branch* 
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Table 0,2 

Primary L anguage of LEP Students 









^pU^i^ 1 a { 

Lduc at 1 on 


10 tal 


nh^n 

r » 1 Ml f Mi V 


7 






44 


A€ k A fi 


0 


1 
i 




3 


Affierican Indian 






















1 






1 

A 


Cherokee 




1 




A 


Choctaw 


1 






1 


Navajo 


2 


3 




S 


Amharic 


6 


21 


1 


28 


Arabic 


167 


96 


12 




Annenlan 


458 


422 


47 




Assyrian 


29 


13 






Basque 


1 






1 
X 


Bengali 


13 


4 




17 

X/ 


Buloarl an 


g 


1 

X 




7 




13 


14 




97 


Cevl onese 


1 


0 

c 




4 












Cantonese 


1 464 


1X1 


17 




Mandarin 

i IV 1 1 UU 1 f 1 i 


138 


?19 


9 




Taiwanese 


62 


61 


q 


1 19 

X0£ 


Tdishan^s^ 


54 


14 




AO 
OS 


Other Chlnesa 


258 


192 


11 

A A 


4h1 

*TWX 


Craole 


5 


13 




Ifi 

xo 


Croatian 


g 




c 


19 
xc 


Czech 


9 


10 




X7 


Danish 


1 


1 

A 




9 


Outch 


1 


1 






Farsi 






£0 




Fijian 








£ 


Finni ^h 










P renrh 




a 




OJ 


German 


17 


LC 




UX 


Greek 


21 


P 

c 






Gujarati 


38 


27 


2 


67 


Haitian Creole 




3 




3 


Hebrew 


190 


123 


7 


320 


Hindi 


42 


37 


5 


84 


Hmong 


5 






5 


Hungarian 


42 


12 


1 


55 


Ibo 


1 


1 




2 


Icelandic 


1 






1 


Indonesian 


28 


21 


1 


SO 


Italian 


28 


13 


10 


51 
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(Table B.2 continued) 



Language 


Elanentary 


Secondary 


Special 
Education 


Total 


Japanese 


3oa 


85 


12 


399 


Javanese 


2 






2 


Khmer 


472 


362 


7 


841 


Korean 




1,219 


37 


2,897 


Kurdish 


z 






2 


Lao 


5» 


46 


4 


109 


Lithuanian 


1 






1 


Malay 


12 


2 


2 


16 


Melaneslan 


1 






1 


Nepali 


1 






1 


Norwegian 


6 


2 




8 


Panjabi 


34 


14 


1 


49 


Pas h to 


7 


6 




13 


Philippine Languages 


# 








Ilocano 


28 


19 


2 


49 


Plllpino 


808 


432 


43 


1,283 


Visayan 


a 


2 




10 


Other Philippine 


25 


11 




36 


Polish 


31 


18 




49 


Portuguese 


29 


14 




43 


Romanian 


58 


48 


2 


108 


Romany 


1 






1 


Russian 


66 


27 


4 


97 


Samoan 


76 


22 


3 


101 


Serbian 


1 


1 




2 


Serbo-Croatian 


5 


1 


1 


7 


Sinhalese 


2 


5 


1 


8 


Slovak 


7 






7 


Spanish 


98,126 


28,473 


3,673 


130,272 


Swahin 




1 




1 


Swedish 


14 


5 




19 


Thai 


152 


147 


2 


301 


Tibetan 




1 




1 


1 yiiysii 


17 


ii 


1 


cy 


Turkish 


16 


8 


1 


Z5 


Urdu 


41 


22 


2 


65 


Vietnamese 


999 


834 


40 


1,873 


Yoruba 


2 


1 




3 


Other Not Listed 


52 


18 


6 


76 


Unidentified 






5 


5 


Total 


106,714 


34,465 


4,030 


145,209 



Note . Based on Elanentary, Secondary, and Special Education Bilingual Program 
Surveys (Forms 20, 21, and 23), February 1986, 
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Table B.3 

Primary Language of FEP Students 



I 
I 

I 
I 



Language 


Elenentary 


Secondary^ 


Speci al 
Education 


Total 


Afghan 


13 


16 




29 


Afrikaans 


3 


17 




20 


Albanian 


1 


5 




6 


Mierican Indian 










Languages: 










Apache 




2 




2 


Cherokee 


4 






4 


Choctaw 




10 




10 


Crow 




1 




1 


Hopi 




3 




3 


Navajo 


? 


4 


1 


12 


Other Indian 


1 


18 




19 


Amharic 


11 


10 




21 


Arabic 


418 


274 


8 


700 


Armenian 


660 


824 


8 


1,492 


Assyrian 


63 


55 




118 


Basque 




1 




1 


Bengali 


15 


9 




24 


Bulgarian 


5 


10 




15 


Burmese 


13 


31 




44 


Ceylonase 


4 


2 




6 


Chinese Languages: 










Cantonese 


1,624 


1,446 


9 


3,079 


Mandarin 


208 


280 


2 


490 


Taiwanese 


81 


92 


1 


174 


Tolshanese 


28 


44 




72 


Other Chinese 


319 


498 


2 


819 


Creole 


16 


11 


1 


28 


Croatian 


54 


58 


112 


C^ech 


18 


10 




28 


Danish 


10 


8 




18 


Dutch 


19 


30 




49 


Estonian 


2 


2 




4 


Farsi 


671 


495 


3 


1»169 


Fijian 


4 


2 




6 


Finnish 


5 


14 


1 


20 

5 


Flanish 


1 


4 


Frmch 


123 


134 


4 


261 


3anda 


1 


2 




3 


German 


105 


126 


2 


233 


Greek 


75 


60 




135 


Guamanlan 


IS 


7 




22 


Gujaratl 


70 


44 


3 


117 


Haitian Creole 




3 




3 
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(Table B.3 continued) 





El MPnt Arv 


Secondary^ 


Snpr 1 al 
Edur atl tin 


Total 




8 


5 




13 


Hpbi^pw 

1 1 u Ml 5 n 


3S3 


315 


3 


671 


Hi ndl 
n 1 iiu 1 


137 


80 




217 






3 




3 


HundErl 

liUIIMUl lull 


83 


58 




141 


Ibo 


2 


2 


1 


5 


I nddfiesl iin 


21 


24 




45 


Italian 


139 


148 


1 


288 




494 




A 
1/ 




W w Y ^ i Iw^ 5 


1 


IS 








250 


395 




645 




1 RQ7 






d m A 

UiO 


Kurdish 


3 


1 

* 




4 


Lao 






1 

X 


141 




3 


1 




4 


1 1 hit ^ ill ^ n 
u 1 yiiy ail i an 








IP 


Mil iy 


18 


11 




29 


Milantilan 




4 




4 


Maltasa 


1 






1 


Mongolian 


1 






1 


Norwaglan 


5 


IE 




17 


Panjabi 


47 


25 




72 


Pas h to 


U 


1 




12 


Philippine Languages: 










Iloeano 


44 


203 


1 


248 


Pill pi no 


2,255 


1,902 


9 


4,166 


Visayan 


16 


2 




18 


Other PhlUDDina 

wWllwl 1 III 1 IWMIIIW 


48 


80 




128 


Polish 


64 


3u 






r wi ipuyucsc 


51 






ft? 


iNUIIlslI 1 all 




71 
/ ^ 


1 
* 


IPP 




2 






2 


Rus^l an 


20S 


273 


2 


480 


Sanioan 


372 


203 


1 


576 


S©rb1 an 


g 


4 




10 


Sarbo*Cf oatian 


24 


65 




89 


Slnhal^a 


13 


11 




24 


Slovak 


31 


8 




39 


Spanish 


57,453 


53,476 


1,444 . 


112,383 


Swahili 


5 


6 




11 


Swadish 


25 


15 




40 


Tahitlan 


32 


156 




188 


Thai 


258 


151 


1 


410 


Tlbitan 


2 


8 




10 


Tonga n 


29 


8 




37 


Turkish 


25 


19 


1 


45 


Ukrainian 


9 


3 




12 



(Table B,3 continued) 



Language 


Elementary 


Secondary^ 


Special 
Education 


Total 


Urdu 

Vietnamese 

Yiddish 

Yoruba 

Other Not Listed 
Unidentified (NR) 


95 
1,325 
3 

2 

147 


45 
1,404 
4 
1 

928 


5 

£7 
14 


140 
2.734 

7 
3 

1,132 
14 


Total 


70,826 


67,563 


1.598 


139,987 



Note. Based on ElOTentary, Secondary and Special Education Bilingual Program 
Surveys (Fomis 23, 25, and 26), February 1986. 
^Include 6th grade students in junior high schools. 
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llmim B11in |ya] ClassroQiM by Immi^ arifl b y (irflde 



lanfijap 



Amignlan 



Japanisa 



Korean 

Spanjsl) 

Vietnamise 

Total 



10 
2 
4 
1 



I 

3 

10 

urn 



3 

e 



m m 



2 2 

3 5 



m 



\M 1.120 1,005 893 m m 



|t|. Eased on Eliintary illlnguil Program) Survey (Form 20)^ Febryary lia. 



Table B.5 

Elementary LEP Pupils Participating 1n B1 Ungual Classroom Programs (not ILPs) 
by Grade and Administrative Region 



Grade 



Region 


K 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


Total 


A 


985 


900 


854 


668 


495 


271 


193 


4,366 


B 


3,780 


3,695 


3,019 


2,818 


2,045 


1,289 


367 


17,013 


C 


2,062 


2,281 


1,724 


1,483 


1,262 


1,016 


654 


10,482 


D 


1,002 


1,078 


832 


574 


4«»0 


330 


249 


4,513 


E 


1,380 


1,492 


1,245 


1,014 


794 


664 


423 


7,012 


F 


1,633 


1,512 


1,429 


1,123 


940 


682 


384 


7.703 


G 


3,437 


3,349 


2,988 


2,610 


1,929 


1,156 


756 


16,225 


H 


3,457 


3,130 


2,466 


2,277 


1,689 


1,234 


416 


14.669 


Total 


17,736 


17,437 


14,557 


12,567 


9,602 


6,642 


3,442 


81,983 



Note . Basid on Elenentary Bilingual Survay (Forrn 20)^ February 1986. 



51 



37 



Tablg U 



Hajor PHmary Ungyaqes of Eleinentary LEP Pupils In B11ingu£jUssrgi Prog raffis (not IlPs) 
by Administrative Reg ion 



Region 



Language A B C 



9 E F 6 H Total 



Amiinian 
Caritonase 

Japanese SO 



178 178 

m 95 m 



43 



113 



382 



Spanish 4,295 1?,013 10,482 4,459 S,i69 15J26 13,864 



Vlatnamese 



37 



66 
156 
447; 

80, an: 

37(^ 



4,366 1/,013 10,482 4,513 ?,012 7,703 16,225 14,669 81,983^ 



Nota « Basid on Elsnentary Bilingual Program Survey (Form 20), February 1986, 



ERIC 
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! B.7 

ir^JQenigntaryf CUssrooin Jeacher s Ass to BHIngual Profiranis by j.anc}nage, Creden t laJ /Waiver St atu s^, 
i strict Fluency 



On Waiver and Not on Waiver and 

District Fluency Status District Fluency Status 



Bilingual Crad./ ™ 
Cirt. of Cofflp. A B C NFb A B C NF'' Total 



27 1 3 1 2 34 

4 3 1 6 14 



1,262 1,848 3,100 

16 3,400 3,416 

3 3 

1 1 2 



26 4 1 2 33 

1 2 3 



1,444 294 153 282 146 95 200 2,614 

60 2 1 4 32 50 114 263 



ERIC 



(Tabid 11 cQntlnuedj 







m mm inO 
District Flijefly Status Oist 


ml on Mm 


1 aliu 

Etityi 


and 
Asiipgnt 


Eilinpal Orel/ 
Cert, of tmp, 


A » C HF^ A 


B 


C IfF^ 


VietnaoiBe 
en. Class 
ILPs 


1 
1 


1 






SyWoUli 
Itl. t\m 

ILPi 




301 115 265 IM m 
i 1 4 li 39 


95 n 
53 12 


2 MSB 
1 3,400 


Total 




303 IH Mi 188 


MB JE 


3 m 



Notg i Baytl on Eliiifitari iillngyal Prograffl Survey {Hm M), Fi^fuari li86. 

^mmi witi) t«Q lanjuaps otfier thin Enflisfi are coyntid Ofily once. Teacher langyap is matey M 

^Ko dlstf let language flyency or bilingual eredentiai/certificate in languagi of pupils served, 



Total 



Tflble B.8 

Elctncntary Bilingual Classroom Teac hers hy Dninqual Certification and by Un yuotje 





Cort, of 


........ 


wu 1 ver 






t ^ nnti/i nP 


Spanish or 
wtjif tun G 


Other 
Language 


Not 
Hequ 1 rcu 


lOtfl 1 


Armenian 


2 




11 




13 


Cantonese 


2? 


11 






38 


japanase 


3 




3 




6 


Khmer 






6 




6 


Korean 


26 




7 




33 


€ ^ n 'I r- i-t 

5pam sn 


1 /t /I /I 


1 ,9b3 






3,397 


Vi etnifflese 


I 




3 




4 










668 


668 


Total 


1.503 


1,964 


30 


668 


4,155 



Note , Based on Elementary Bningual Program Survey (Form 20), February 1986, 
^Taachars who team teach with teachers having a bilingual credentlal/certi flcate 
(on a one-to-one ratio) do need waivers. 
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Tabic B.9 

Elementary Bilingu al Classroom Teachers with Spanish or Cantunese Waivers 



Requirmants Completed for Spanish or Cantonese Waiver 



First CuUuro and 

Language Year Culture Methodology Methodology Language Total 



Cantonese 9 1 1 n 

Spanish S72 Z09 111 635 20 i,953 

Total ml 210 21/ 636 ZO 1,964 



Note , Based on Elementary Bilingual Program Survey (Form 20) February 1986* 
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ERIC ■ 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
1 



i 



towaivire^ ^mmm^ BlllfiOya) Ciassroo in Teachi^f. jU'iisoii 



Type of Classrooiii 



Blllnpa] Classroom 

ILPs 

lotal 



992 



km 



SSI 
13 

W 



660 



83 



m 



Requlrenefits Did fjot Intend to Team'^ Not 



3,611 



Note, Based on Eleitientary Bliingual hoim Survey (Form 20) Februay 116. 
Teachers io team-teach with teaclieri havlny n bilipal credential/cyftificate (onMo^onii rdtio) 
walvars. 
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ERIC : 



table B, 11 

Mlfy Upagei of llegnta^^ ipils In ILPs 



legion 



Languagi 



AneHcan Indian 
Unpgisi 
, Upacite 

Navajo 
Aoiharje 
Arabic 
Afninian 
Assyrian 
Baiqui 
Btngali 
Bylgarian 



Ceylonisi 
Ciiiniiii Languaps 

Canton€S€ 

Handariaii 

Taiwanese 

Toishanesi 

Other Chinisi 
Cnoli 
Mian 

Danish 
Dutch 



A 


n 
D 


c 


ft 

D 


E 

•iiiB^-i vri-iiiriwirfii, ii-i^i-i;.. 


F 


6 


H 


Total 










ft 

3 






1 


1 
















2 


I 
















1 


1 








1 










1 


2 
















0 

L 








E 


1 








5 




10 




3i 


§a 


40 




14 


1§7 


3 






6J 




11 




87 


280 










u 


I 




1 


29 








1 










1 








3 


i 

4 


4 




2 


13 








3 




2 




1 


6 










I 


2 


2 


8 


13 








1 










1 


IP 




6 


34 


43 


19 




374 


870 


8 




1 


36 


li 


2? 


4 ft 

15 


35 


138 


12 






9 


18 


1? 


2 


4 


62 










1 




40 


13 


54 


12 






3 


11 


6 


103 


123 


218 








4 








1 




5 






1 


2 






1 










I 


3 


2 




2 


9 








I 










1 










1 








1 


8 




4 


120 


111 


64 




a 


434 



i . : 

{(TabUI.Ue6(itjnyid) 





A 




c 


D 


E 


F 


6 


H 


Total 


Flfinlsfi 


1 






1 










2 


t ia jf is AK 

rrgncn 


1 
1 




2 


34 


irri 


I 


2 


5 


53 
1? 


yenllan 






1 


0 


5 


J 

in 




1 




1 
1 


Q 


n 

2 


1 
1 




r 

b 




3 


21 


nil 1 si^i^l 

bujsraii 


9 


t 
0 




J 


10 


4 


1 


5 


38 


niDrew 








60 


111 


19 






190 

42 


ill ^ J 1 


1 






15 


12 


1^ 




2 


HniDng 


3 








2 






5 


Hungarjaii 


3 






8 


21 


6 




4 


42 


ilbo 








1 








1 

28 


Indonislan 








4 


13 


6 




5 


IslaiKijc 


10 








1 






1 


Italiaii 


5 




8 


4 


5 




1 


28 
242 


ilapinese 


83 


2 


59 


35 


28 


6 


14 


Javanise 










2 




2 


Knnir 


7 


It 


1 


46 


36 


9 


55 


150 


316 
M54 


10/ 


f 
3 


5 


42E 


2i0 


173 


13 


203 


mmn 












2 




2 


Lao 








10 


17 


1 

* 








Lithuanian 










1 


1 


Haiijf 


1 

I 




A 

9 


A 

2 










12 


neianesian 












• 

1 






1 


Nipaii 








1 










1 




1 




4 










1 


6 


Pinjabi 










12 


n 






34 


Pashto 

Philippine language 










4 


3 






? 


I : Iloeano 


Si 

U 










3 


2 


12 

321 


28 


iPiilpIno 


129 
1 


1 


3 


106 


122 


111 


15 


808 


iVIsayan 










4 




3 


8 
25 


%Othar Phillppifli 


§ 














20 



63 



(!ab)il.il contlnyed) 





h 


8 


C 


0 


E 


F 


6 


H 


Iota) 




2 






7 


10 


6 




6 


} 

31 


IPortypyesi 
RiiDian 


3 






12 


3 


7 


1 

* 


3 


2^ 


2 


6 




IS 


10 


4 




21 


SB 


Saiiany 
















1 


1 










SS 


8 


3 








iSm 


S8 


8 




2 


3 




1 




n 


Sirbtan 

liirbo^Croatlai) 










1 








I 


2 






1 


1 


1 






5 


ESjflhilisa 








1 








1 


2 


)S]oval( 


I 






1 


4 






7 

17,§1§ 


Ipanlili 


1,48? 


2,210 


1,1/6 


2,636 


2,497 




2,569 


2,604 

J . .. T 










10 


2 


I 






14 


\m 






A 


20 


y 


38 


4 


41 


152 




2 




1 


4 


1 


I 




1 


17 


jlurktsli 








9 


6 


1 






16 


m 


14 






6 


12 


§ 




3 


41 


lifiitiiiise 


Si 


3 


7 


103 


leo 




m 


327 


962 


Yarubi 






I 


1 










2 


! Other (iot Listai 


1 1 






14 


11 


5 


3 


12 


52 




2,091 


2,275 


1,227 


4,036 


MM 


3,235 


3,404 


4,479 


24,731 



lote. Based on ElnentaFy Bilingual Prosrn Survey {Fom 20), Feliruary 1986. 
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Table B.12 

Number of Elementarv^LEP Pupils Parte Ipating 1n ILPs by Grade and by 
Administrative Region 



Grade 



Raglon 


K 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


Total 


A 


319 


406 


335 


276 


285 


253 


217 


2,091 


B 


275 


111 










11/ 




c 


200 


205 


206 


191 


159 


150 


116 


1,227 


0 


570 


670 


641 


636 


587 


483 


449 


4,036 


E 


594 


716 


635 


615 


559 


576 


289 


3,984 


F 


431 


595 


530 


475 


445 


395 


364 


3.235 


G 


404 


532 


462 


553 


580 


424 


449 


3,404 


H 


771 


770 


766 


674 


592 


524 


382 


4,479 


Total 


3,564 


4,207 


3,912 


3,892 


3.621 


3,151 


2,383 


24,731 



Not6, Based on Elanentafy Bningual Program Survey (Form 20) * February 1986* 
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Lanpap 


m 


K 


1 




3 


4 




(i Total 


mmm 


m 


9 


u 


44 






59 


47 294 






\1 
U 




10/ 


i An 

108 




9§ 


100 m 


Utm 






88 


110 


HI 


5? 


103 




Hliplno 






OO 


89 


n 




n 


34 424 


Span j 111 




m 




3,100 








3,131 16,493 


tUtfiiiniie 


m 


\i 




81 




§8 




54 m 


Otdif Unpaps 


m 


11 




239 




212 


wi 


m \m 


Total 




m 




3,m 








IM 30,H0 



Basaf 01) Elaiiefitafy iilin^yil h^m Syrviy (Fori! EOj, Febryary 1986, 



M^ miMJm yf to FEP by lancjutipc iind hi Oracle 



Laoguap 


K 


I 


2 


3 


4 




f) 


Tfiyl 


Percent 

flecliissil 


Armenian 


I 


I 


14 


1? 


18 


1? 




103 


181 


Cantongse 


2 


4 


3S 


*10 


n 


5i 


n 


286 


16 


Firii 




10 


23 


18 


10 


15 


11 


87 


17 


Japanesi 




5 


10 


4 


4 


10 




42 


12 


Khmer 






6 


10 


18 


14 


11 


S9 


11 


Korean 


2 


17 


(i9 


?1 


98 


63 


6'j 


385 


9 


Filipino 


5 


13 


26 


30 




4f) 




171 


18 


Swish 


31 


H V W 


1 101 




£,/l/ 


? Ml 




in liR 


in 


Vietnamese 




12 


28 


40 


41 




51 


230 


19 


Other CoiDblne^ 
lanpips 


3 


28 


8§ 


74 


108 


90 


S? 


455 


19 


Total 


44 


353 


1,398 


2,141 


3,112 


3,212 - 


M5i 


12,556 


10 



Note, Based on Elementary Billngyal Propm Survey (Form 20), February 1986. Reclassification was 
from fabruiry 22, 19B5 to Febryary 7, 1986. 

^Percentagis an caleylatid by divldini the number of riclassified pupils by the sum of UP pupils and 
raclassifiid pupils. 71 



Table §.15 

NonblUnii iia] E]«iitiry Clissrooin I'crsonfit'l /Isslgfietl to Sthoob b LdrKiuiiyej Ijy Positiuii, iiiiiJ bv Fluefie 



01 Strict Fliifiiicy 



Ussipent Cert, of Copip. h B C lotal 
kmt\kf\ 

Classroom teacher 1 1 
Cantonese 

Adntlnlstrdtion 1 lis 

Instruction I i 

Noninstructlon 1 1 

Japaneie 

Classroom teactier I I 3 

Instruction I 1 

Noninstruction i 1 

Coiibi nation 1 1 

Korean 

CliiiroQiii teaclier X I 

initryetion 1 1 

Noninstructioii 1 I 

Pllipino 

Classrooin teacliar I 1 

floninstryction 1 1 



(Tabic B.li contlnuod] 



Olitrlct Fluency 

Lanquap/ 



MiiiignnKinii 


wTlt Of wOlllpi 


A 


It 


v 


iota] 


KySSian 












CoinbinatiOfi^ 




1 






1 


Samoan 












Instruction 




1 






I 


SpanisI) 












Claisroon taactier 
Adminj strati on 
Instruction 
jjoninstructioo 
Conibination ^ 
Additional teacher 


ID 
7? 

100 
60 
50 
3 


3 

n 

18 
H 


, 4 
14 
19 
5 
5 


10 
U 
15 

10 
12 

1 


n 

124 
152 
80 
§9 
4 


Total 


304 


59 


53 




477 



Note . Based on Elementary Bilingya] Proiram Survey (Form 20), February 1986. 

^Combination assignments inclydi both instructional and noninstructional services, 
b 

"Additional teaehirs*' are yjaivarid teachers hired by ichools havlny 20 or itiore LEP 



pupili ^ho speak the same primary langyage. 



Tab! a B.16 

Elementray Bilingual Paraprofesstonal s by Language 





Edueatlon 


Teacher 


Adul t 




Language 


Aides 


Assistants 


Volunteers 


Total 


Arabic 




13 


7 


20 


Arrnsnlan 


18 


29 


14 


61 


Assyrian 






2 


2 


Bengali 






1 


1 


Bulgarian 






1 


1 


Burmasa 






1 


1 


Cantonese 


29 


73 


22 


124 


Ciech 






2 


2 


Farsi 


2 


9 


38 


49 


Print 


1 


3 


5 


9 


Garnia^ 


1 




3 


4 


6u j a ri^ 






5 


5 


HabriHT 


3 


4 


27 


34 


nindi 






1 


1 


Hungarian 






6 


6 


Indonesian 






3 


3 


Italian 


2 


1 


2 


5 


Japantse 


14 


5 


71 


90 


Khmer 




7 


4 


11 


Korian 


22 


25 


66 


113 


1 ^ mm, 

Lao 




1 




1 


Nandarin 


1 


1 


18 


20 


Melaneslan 






1 


1 


Nepali 






I 


1 


Other Chinese 




2 


8 


10 


Otnar Phil Ippine 






2 


z 


Panjabi 






3 


3 


Plilplno 


16 


8 


32 


56 


ro 1 isn 




M 

I 


6 


7 


rOi wuguese 




5 


5 


Romanian 






7 


7 


KUSSlin 


z 


1 


4 


7 


5amoan 


3 




4 


7 


Sarblan 






1 


1 


Qtii yu wrwBii'ian 






1 


1 


Slovak 






3 


3 


Spanish 


2,324 


3,454 


960 


6,738 


Swedish 






5 


5 


Taiwanese 






a 


U 


Thai 


1 


3 


14 


18 


Tongan 






I 


I 


Turkish 






2 


2 



(Table B,16 continued) 



Language 


Education 


Teacher 


Adult 




Aides 


Assistants 


Volunteers 


Total 


Urdu 

Vletnaffiese 


2 




2 


4 


7 


28 


20 


55 


Yarubah 






1 


1 


Others not Listed 




1 


6 


7 


Total 


2,448 


3,669 


1,399 


7,516 



Note. Based on EloTientary PrincipaTs Surmiary (Form 25), February 1986. 
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Table 8,17 

Nurribar of Secondary LEP Studants by Grade and by Administrative 
Region 



Grade 

Region/ 



Division 


6* 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


Total 


Region 


















A 




323 


336 


332 








991 


B 


574 


818 


832 


184 








2,408 


C 


48 


640 


489 


424 








1,601 


D 


5 


878 


978 


1,011 


3 


1 


3 


2,879 


£ 


262 


762 


736 


677 




1 




2,438 


F 


41 


602 


588 


607 








1,838 


G 




891 


772 


739 








2,402 


H 


649 


1,455 


1,517 


394 


1 






4.016 


Division 


















Senlof 
High 




42 


38 


2.468 


8,452 


3,323 


1,322 


15,645 


Options 






6 


37 


136 


42 


26 


247 


Total 


1,579 


6,411 


6,292 


6,873 


8,592 


3,367 


1,351 


34,465 



Note . Based on Stcondary Bilingual Prograni Survey (Form 23), February 1986. 
^Junior High Schools with 6th grade. 
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Table B.18 

Major Languages of Secondary LEP Students by Grade 



Grade 

Language 6* 7 8 9 10 U 12 Total 

Armenian 6 68 74 93 118 51 12 422 

Cantonese 4 X33 161 177 170 71 21 737 

Farsi 24 43 55 85 128 75 54 464 

Korean 39 179 247 232 324 141 57 1,219 

Pin pi no 15 71 87 98 93 43 25 432 

Spanish 1,411 5,440 5,179 5,620 7,154 2,624 1,045 28,473 

Vietnamese 31 144 147 166 201 111 34 834 
Other Language 

Combined 49 333 342 402 404 251 103 1,884 

Total 1,579 6,411 6,292 6,873 8,592 3,367 1,351 34,465 



Note . Based on Secondary Bilingual Program Survey (Form 23), 
February 1986. 

^Junior High Schools with 6th grade. 



79 



Table 6.19 



Identified Seeondiiry UP Students by Umm and by ficfgn 



fiegion/Oivlslofi 



Unguage 



Afrikaans 

iir, tfldian Langs i 



Clierokae 
Ic 



Ariiieniaii 

Aii^rian 

lingali 

gylgarian 

Syrmgii 

Csyionese 

Chinesi Languages: 

Cantonese 

Handarin 

Talwaneia 

Toishanase 
Other Chinese 



Croation 

Czeeh 

Qanisli 

Dytch 

Farsi 

Fijian 

French 



80 



11 



10 



53 
2 
? 
3 



8/ 



25 



Seniiir 
High 



28 







1 


2 








1 


12 \l 




12 




2 


58 


186 


30 5 


17 


184 




4 1 




8 


3 






1 








1 




1 


5 


8 








2 


12 
19 


U 61 


36 -m 




19 25 


29 30 


8S 


8 


? 14 


5 


27 


1 


7 


4 


2 


14 


§ 62 


17 


89 


3 


1 I 




3 


1 






I 


4 




5 



1 

11 
4 

2 

20 
3 



Total 



37 
1 

3 
1 

96: 

422 
13 
4 
1 

14 

2 

73? 
219 

61 
14 

m 

13 
I 

10 

1 

\ 

m 

2 



12 
27 



lecjiori/Di^jslofi 



lao 

in 



Ian 
1 

fi§ Unpages: 



ayin 



if) 



i 

A 




c 


0 


si 

i 




6 


11 


Senior 
High 








El 


4(1 


5 






4e 




I 




5 




8 




3 


20 


1 








4 








3 


















1 








2 


2 


1 


1 


5 


10 


1 








3 


1 




1 


§ 


11 




1 




D 




i 






6 


I 




15 


30 






104 


\n 


E§ 




4 


202 


111 


% 


4 


m 


m 








13 


6 


1 




9 


17 


I 






1 




















2 


















3 


S 




1 


5 








I 


1 


1 






3 


1 




1 


1 


1 








10 


43 


1 


1 


41 


31 


n 




81 


198 










1 








I 








1 




3 


E 


2 


3 








4 


3 


3 




1 


7 








2 


4 






2 


6 




3 




10 


3 


1 




4 


27 








1? 




I 






8 


11 




2 


1 










a 








1 




























1 










2 


I 






1 






Mi 








Mil 


3,140 


lyi 














t 










1 






I 


3 


3 








14 




13 


83 



Total 



123 
37 
12 
1 

21 
13 
85 
%l 
M19 
4t 
2 
2 

14 
§ 

19 
432 
2 

11 
18 
14 
4S 
27 
22 
I 
1 
5 

28,473 
1 
5 

147 



Unjuap 



Mm 



rlndonesisfl 
Italian 



Kofiaii 

Halay 
iniigiaii 



iPiiiito 

i Philippine Languaiei; 
' liocafio 
i Mlipino 



Otiigr Fttilippine 



Psrtuguesi 

'lomaiiiafi 

Russian 

Sifbian 

;M-Croatiifi 
Sinliilest 

Mili 

Swedisli Qi 
Tih*-5 

ERIC 



IlKji on/Pi vision 



Senior 



A 


B 


C 


D 


i 


F 


G 


II 


'''11" 


lotal 








21 




5 






4(1 






* 




5 




8 

u 










1 






/l 


a 

f 










i? 


















1 


t 

# 










2 


1 


1 


5 


10 


21 










3 


i 

I 




1 


§ 


13 


13 




1 


14 




? 


1 


5 


39 


S5 

V V 




i 




' i§ 


30 


E& 


L 


104 


1/8 


3il 




2 




202 


11? 


fO 


4 




m 


1 219 








13 


6 


1 




§ 


n 


46 


1 






I 












2 










2 










2 










3 






I 


5 


14 








1 


I 


1 






3 


6 


1 




1 


1 


1 








10 


19 


12 


1 


1 


41 


31 


29 


I 


a? 


19S 


432 










1 








1 


2 








1 




3 


I 


2 


3 


U 








4 


3 


3 




1 


7 


18 








I 


4 






2 


6 


14 




3 




10 


3 


1 




4 


27 


4B 








1? 




I 






8 


27 


U 




2 


i 










8 


22 








1 












1 


















1 


1 










2 


I 






1 


i 


796 ' 


U9S 


1,568 


2,090 


m 


m 


m 


3,140 


12,989 




















1 


1 


2 










1 






2 




3 


3 




U 




14 




13 


33 


»5 "I 










1 













{Um i. 19 continued j 



Ikgion/Diyislof] 



Tongan 3 j 

Turkish 1 1 

Ordu 

Mmm 
UtM 

Othar Not Listed 

lotais 



1 m. Imi on Secondary iilioiual mfm Survey {km 23), Feliruary 1906. 



'1 




3 


1 


5 






n 1 


I 




100 


SB 


38 


140 




I 














3 


4 


1 


I 








1,601 


2,8?9 




1,038 


•M02 


4,016 



Sefiior 

High Iota) 



7 


11 


6 


8 


12 




40§ 


834 




1 


8 


18 


m 


34,465 



Table B.20 

identified UP Stydenti In Eeeontla ry Bilingual Pro|raiBS 



lieglon/Olvislon 

^mm A 8 C D E F 5 [I 311 EO^ Total 



iiliniual/ 
Sileultural 






Proiram 


B n U It 31 13? M 


m 


ESL PfOQraifl 


048 2 013 1 433 2 filP P M 1 fifi? 1 7dd 1 dU in m 

U1U L,wi%i i,twJ tjUtt tjiCO 1,00/ J-jnt JimH lUjJHU 




Individijal 

UarninSj. 
Progranir 


6i 30 /8 M 32 68 28 13 1§7 235 


'/61 


Awaiting 
Riclassifi- 






cation 


i 3§fl §0 103 250 91 §99 4S2 4,864 12 


6,893 


Total 


991 2,408 MOl 2,819 2,438 1,838 2,402 4,016 15,64^ 24? 


34,46§ 


No^. Based on Secondary Bilingyal Program Survey (fonii 23), February IMS, 




Hm\Qf High Op 


tions 




''include both ESL and Bilingual Individual Learning Programs, 
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Table B.21 

Number of ESL Levels for lEP Students 



wyui 


iiuniuyr or 

Class Periods 


Type 

oi 1 ingual 


1 of Teacher 
ESL 


Other 


ESL IIP only 


33 


1 


18 


14 


ESL I/Beg1nntng 


769 


237 


440 


84 


ESL Il/Intermodiate 


624 


135 


437 


52 


ESL U I/Advanced A 


172 


34 


119 


19 


ESL IV/Advanced B 


247 


54 


156 


38 


Total 


1,845 


461 1 


,178 


207 



Nota . Tabla does not Include continuation and opportunity schools* Based 
on Secondary 811 ingual Program Survey (Fonii 23), February 1986. 
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Table B.22 

Major Lang uages of LEP Students by ESL Level 



ESL Level 



Language 


Beginning/I 


Intermedlate/II 


Advanced A/ 
Level in 


Advanced B/ 
Level IV 


Total 


Arabic 


19 


22 


14 


18 


73 


Annenian 


25 


91 


64 


171 


351 


Cantonese 


164 


178 


114 


125 


581 


Khmer 


79 


94 


69 


61 


303 


Korean 


245 


327 


198 


242 


1,012 


Mandarin 


41 


46 


35 


34 


156 


Other Chinese 32 


56 


38 


40 


166 


Persian 


73 


95 


75 


96 


339 


Pilipino 


41 


94 


80 


100 


315 


Spanish 


8,899 


6,493 


3,516 


3,939 


22,847 


Thai 


28 


30 


42 


33 


133 


Vietnamese 


165 


183 


122 


142 


612 


Other Languages 
Combined 174 


193 


145 


172 


684 


Total 


9,985 


7,902 


4,512 


5,173 


27,572 



Note . Based on Secondary Bilingual Program Survey (Form 23), February 1986. 



Table B»23 

Certificated Smondar^ Bningual Teaching Porso nnel by Language and 
Fluency Level 



Language 


Pill ny Mil f 

Credential or 
uer ti Ticate ot 
Competency 


District 

A 

Fluency 


District 

U 

Fluency 


District 

u 

Fluency 


Total 


AftDAni Art 

r\i iniJit i ufi 


C 


o 


- ■ - 




o 






/I 




1 


8 












0 


Japanese 


1 


a 






3 


Korean 


6 


4 






10 


r 1 1 1 pino 


1 


12 






13 


Russian 




1 






1 


Samoan 




1 






1 


Spanish 


274 


316 




44 


694 


Vietnamese 


1 


1 






2 


Total 


291 


347 


60 


45 


743 



Note. Based on Secondary Bilingual Program Survey (Form 23), February 1986, 



91 

63 



Table B,24 

Secondary Bilingual Paraprofessionals by Language 



Language 


Education 
Aides 


Teacher 
Assistants 


Bilingual 
Peer Tutors 


Adult 
Volunteers 


Total 


Afgan 




4 


6 




10 


Amharic 






2 




2 


Arabic 


2 


? 


10 


1 


15 


Armani an 


9 


16 


33 


2 


60 


Burniese 




1 


1 




2 


Cantonese 


5 


22 


52 


2 


81 


Farsi 


1 


15 


63 


1 


80 


French 






2 


3 


5 


German 


1 




2 


3 


6 


Gujarati 






3 




3 


Hebrew 






40 




40 


Hindi 




I 


14 




15 


Hungarian 






i 




1 


Ilocano 




1 


8 




9 


Indonesian 






2 




2 


Italian 




1 


3 




4 


Japanese 


4 


2 


24 


3 


33 


r>i mid 




A 




1 
i 


i9 


Korean 


2 


18 


131 


5 


156 


Lao 




1 


4 




5 


Mandarin 


1 


10 


22 


5 


38 


Other Chinese 




9 


31 


4 


44 


Other Not Listed 






I 




1 



32 



(Table B.24 continued) 



Language 



Education 
Alda 



Teacher Bilingual Adult 
Assistants Peer Tutors Volunteers 



Total 



Other Philippine 

Panjabi 

Pashto 

Filipino 

Polish 

Portug uese 

Romanian 

Russian 

Serbo Creation 

Spanish 

Taiwanese 

Thai 

Tolshanese 
m 

Urdu 

Vietnamese 
Total 



230 



263 



1 
2 

530 



12 



656 



3 
2 
I 

53 
4 
1 
3 

16 
1 

1,556 
8 
8 
1 
1 
2 

121 
2,264 



107 



144 



3 

2 
1 
60 
4 
1 
5 

18 
1 

2,417 
8 
U 
I 
I 
2 

i41 
3,327 



Note. Based on Secondary Bilingual Program Survey (Form 23), February 1986. 



Table 



Cer tificated Secondary Nont ectchlng Bningual Pr.r<;hnnM uy i .r^me and 
Fluency Level 



Artnenian 

Cantonese 

Farsi 



Total 



Bilingual District Fluency 

Credential or 



, Certificate of 

Language Competency 



Japanese g 

Korean 2 2 

Mandarin i , 

* 1 

Spanish 106 ipg 



110 109 13 ^7 



Note. Based on Secondary Bilingual Program Survey (Form 23), February 1986. 



ERIC 



94 



66 



i 



Table B.Z6 

Percentage of Secondary LEP Students Reclassified as FEP 



Students 

Number Number Percenttige 

Language Reclassified of LEP Total Reclassified 



Armenian 


130 


422 


552 


251 


Cantonese 


179 


737 


916 


20 


Farsi 


86 


464 


550 


16 


Khmer 


205 


362 




36 


Korean 


336 


1,219 


1,555 


22 


Pillplno 


292 , 


432 


724 


40 


Spanish 


3,484 


28,473 


31,957 


11 


Vietnamese 


388 


834 


1,222 


32 


Other Languages 


354 


1,522 


1,876 


19 


Total 


5,454 


34,465 


39,919 


14 



^ote . Based on Secondary Bningual Program Survey (Form 23), February 1986. 
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Primary Un^yaties ofjpecial Educition LEP Stydints by Rea Ion/Division 



Langyip 



Arabic 



CMnesi Languaps; 
Cantsnese 
Handirin 
Taiwanese 
Toishantii 
Otder Chinese 

Croatian 

Firsi 

Frmeh 



Mm 



I an 
Inteian 
Italian 
Japanese 
Klwer 
Korean 
Uo 
Malay 
Pinjibl 



1 

10 



1 1 



^egion/Diyision 



3 2 
1 2 



1 1 



A B C D E F 0 



2 1 
6 2 1 



Senior Special 



n 


niyn 




Total 






1 


i 




L 


1 
1 


15 
U 


0 




91 
CO 


hi 
4/ 


fi 
J 


1 
i 


10 


3/ 






1 


2 






ft 
0 




1 
i 






I 


4 




6 


1 *; 






q 

c 


I 




C 




LQ 








J 




1 
1 




£ 






1 
i 


5 

L 




3 


3 


? 






3 


5 






1 


1 






1 


1 


2 




4 


10 






12 


12 




1 


2 


1 


t 


4 


22 


37 






2 


4 








2 








1 



(TabliaJI continued) 



Eeglon/Divlsion 



Sinior Special 

A B C 0 E F 0 H Hlili U, Tota 



Piiilippini Ufiguaps: 
riocano 1 
Filipino 11 3 13 3 4 4 

^danian 1 

Saoioan 

Stbo-Croitiafi 1 

Sinhalese 1 

spanisti m in m in m m m m m 
iiiii 1 I 



Urdu 1 
Vietnamise 4 114 2 

Otlisr Not Listed 1 2 

Uiiidantified 5 

Totals 139 1/9 146 310 200 170 ^22 346 



I 


2 


23 


43 


1 


I 


3 


4 


3 


3 




1 




i 


M3? 


3,6?3 




I 


1 


1 


I 


2 


23 


40 


3 


6 




5 


U34 


4,030 



Note, Based on Speeial Eicition iilingyal Proiram Surviy (Forin 21), Febryary 1986, 
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ERIC 
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iier of Special Education LEP Stydents by Type of lEP, ExceptlofiaHty. and School Ty pe 



Exceptionality 


Elementary 
Fyll 


Elanentary 
Hodified 


Secondary 
Full 

Itr 


Secondary 
Wifiel 

f CD 


Speciil Ed, 
Modified 
lEP 


Total 


iphasic 
Aotistie 




m 

10 




42 




332 

W 


Deaf /Hard of Hearing 


8 


m 




49 


103 


336 


Davelopntally Handicapped 










m 


m 


Educable Retarded 
Learn i no Handicaoped 




m 

1 vO 


6 

CO 


140 

wo 
m 




m 

1>146 


Hultihandicipped 








2 


in 


198 


Othopedieall) Handicappwl/ 

fithir Health Innia^fprf 






1 


r 

9 


331 


390 


dGrioiisiy tiwiinniiiy 
Dlsturbad 


2 


n 




6 


11 


46 


Tn^^in^hlp Mdflt^VIv DetAv^Hdfi 
ifaiiiBUii; neillfllljf RiiarQEtJ 




1 d 




6 


654 




Visually Handicapped/ilind 




9 




2 


35 


46 


other Nonverbal/Low Vertial 
Handicapped 


3 


18 




9 


104 


134 


Total 


41 


M§7 


35 


563 


U34 


4,030 



% Based on Special Education Bilingual Program Survey 101 

ERIC . . , , 



Table B.29 

Number of Special Education FEP Students by Language and School 



School Type 



Language ElOTentary Secondary Special Ed. Total 



Romanian 1 
Russian 



1 

Turkish 1 
Vietnamasa 2 3 



Unidantlfiad l 13 



8 
8 



Arabic 5 2 i 

Armenian 2 6 
Amtrlcan Indian 
Languagasf 

Navajo 1 1 
Chinese Languages: 

Cantonese 252 9 

Mandarin 11 2 

Taiwanese 1 1 

Other Chinese 2 2 

Creole 1 1 

Finnish 1 1 

French 1 i 2 4 

German 2 2 

Gujarati 3 3 

Hebrew 12 3 

Ibo 1 1 

Italian 1 1 

Japanese 3 l 2 6 

Korean 13 1 5 

1 



Lao 1 

Persian 111 3 

Philippine Languages 

1 



Ilocano 1 

Plllpino 2 16 9 

1 



Samoan 1 

SP^^ish 554 824 66 1,444 



2 2 

1 



1 
1 
5 

Other not listed 57 57 



14 



Total 581 919 98 1,598 



^Qt^^ B^^^d on Special Education Bilingual Program Survey (Form 21), 
February 1986. 
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Table B.30 

Number of Teachers Assigned to the Special Education Bilingual Program by 
Language and Credential or Flueney 



District Fluency 

Bilingual ~~ __ English 

Credential ABC Only 



Elanentary 

Spanish 6 4 3 8 

English 417 
Secondary 

Spanish 3 11 

English 176 
Special Education 

Spanish 9 3 11 

P1 11 pi no (Tagalog) 3 

English 393 
Total 21 8 4 10 986 



Note . Based on Special Education Bilingual Program Survey (Form 21), 
February 1986. 
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Table B.31 

Number of B ningual Paraprofessionals Serving Special Education LEP Student s by 
Language. School Type, and Classification 



Special Ed,^ 



Elanentary Secondary Trainee/ Adult/ 

Language Trainee/Assistant Trainee/Assistant Assistant Volunteer Total 



Arabic 
Armani an 
Cantonese 

Farsi 1 

Gujarati 

Hebrew 

Hindi 

Italian 

Japanese 1 

Khmer 

Korean 

Mandarin 

Other American Indian 
Other Not Listed 
Plliplno 
Romanl an 

Spanish 297 

Taiwanese 

Vietnamese 

Total 299 



Based on Elanentary PrIiicipaTs Sumnary (Form 2S)» February 1986. 
Based on Secondary Bilingual Program Survey (Form 23), February 1986. 
Based on Special Education School Surmiary (Form 26), February 1986. 



47 



50 



114 



114 



2 


2 


1 
1 


J 


2 


2 


2 


3 


1 




1 




1 




1 




3 




1 




3 




1 




1 




1 




1 




53 


511 


2 


2 


2 


2 


79 


542 



104 

73 



Table B.32 

Number of Special Education Students Meeting Criteria for Adding Formal 
English Reading by Language and School Level 

School Level 

Special 

Language Elanentary Secondary Education Total 



Arabic 


3 


Amianian 


8 


Cantonese 


7 


Farsi 


Z 


French 


2 


Gujarati 


1 


Hinal 


• 

1 


Italian 


1 


Korean 


4 


Lao 


1 


Malay 


1 


Mandarin 


1 


Other Chinese 


1 


Plllplno 


4 


Samoan 




Spanish 




Taiwanese 


1 


Thai 


1 


Tolshanese 


1 


Turkish 




Urdu 


I 


Vietnamese 


4 


Other Not Listed 


1 


Total 


900 



1 

60 



3 
66 



1 

1 

37 



1 

1 
43 



3 
8 
7 
3 
2 



95] 



2 

1,009 



Note . Based on Special Education Bilingual Program Survey (Form 21), 
Februiry 1986. 
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74 



Table B.33 

Nuntar of Special Education Students Reclassified From LEP to FEP 
by Language and School Level 



ERIC 



School Level 



Special 

El&nentary Secondary Education Total 



Amharic X 2 

Armenian 1 2 

Other Chinese 1 2 

Spanish 32 54 7 33 

Total 32 57 7 96 



Note, Based on Special Education Bilingual Program Survey (Form 21), 
February 1986* 
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Appendix C 
Instruments 
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ERIC 



HOME LANGUAQI SURVEY 
£NOL)Sfi 



Toaclier 



The CAlilmnio Etlmtioii Code mmm schools lo doteimiiie Ihc lanijuflinils) spnkon ui homi? by iNidi sliidiml This inlnrmnlion 
is oiidMliril in order lor schooli to providu fTiOiiriinohii insiriiniinn Inr nil sliiiiiiiiii, 

Your coopcraliori in hBlpinj) iii niecl Ihii iniporlnnl ruc|iiirom(jii| is roquiiiliid. I'Icasc answw dio foilowini) (iinjiiiuiis and have 
your son/dauglilor relurn diis lorm |o hii/licr tenciior, Th,ink yoii for yoiir holp. 



Namfi of itudfint. ^^^^.^..^ 



H'^l Middle! firado Ap 

1 . Whicli lanpage did yoiir son or dmi()hifjr Inarn whofi ho or slm firii to talk ? 

2. Whal language docs your son or daiiiihlor (oosi frct)iJcnlly m at horrie? .. 

3. Whal langiiigi do you use njost (rcfiiucnily lo ipr»ak io your son or daughter? _ 

4. Name Iht language mos! of len spoken hy the adults at home, , 



Slitff of Calitninia 
Dtfiitimfni olEriucilion 

OPfn-LS77 R-6/78 ; 

' Signature of porenl or guarcliin 



m mim mnu mm Bma 



HQ. 



200360 



E LflCiltlf)!! 
Colli! 







Clfcle gnoi 


/i i C J i . . .. 



r coflificaleil 


lilt 






EdiDloyoc'? Nil mi! 













lliiifilier 





m 

ifes lo 





crrcle 


(5 or fflofc fioiif! (iiiiiy) 


yes llo 



Ho' liymber of icWi mH 



llA, Credeniiiil/ljaiver llfTUnpapli? 



I. 



1. 



SECTIOH II; PUPIL DATA, U 





llD, Unpap iQiJe* 


Til, iiel Lanfua 




Flyoncy Code* 




(! ■ 




1. 


1. 


1. m 


No 


E. ' 


I 




fio ^ 



^yiiibor of parii^patifll 








^y:|IU i« illlngyai ekssroon 











pypii^j on ILPl 





TniD.oftEi'pypiini 

3p, Jd, (3DCl lEP: 




\\ foul ttaU 




inrolliient 






*ile)/ir ts iiiitfyetlflfti far CoiiiplEtifti Fsffii 20 for EOdeNfiii imtryctioiis. 
l)E01;eF20J^)!':il 

II w 



on riverie 
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mm iii pym oma, n *mm^i) 




SEClIOHIlIi PRIHUiYUNGUynNSTRyCTIOHAL 

$iippoRT mmm 



SECTION 1^! LIP pypiij fm other iciidois 



Code 


Of 

Penofliie) 


Pmaiinel Dfiscrlptlflfi 
(For Code 13 Ofil^) 


Cfidi 


W 


36 


* 31 


J 



























































rion to cil! it ichoDl regfifdlfig ttiii form, If ne£e«aryi 
_ Tel. (io, 





Un?. 
Jodi _ 




Code 


fifl. of iiP Pyplh 


11 


PHI 


cyp 



































































































































! certify that the Inforiiatlon fintered on tht^ fori corrsct ts the best flf siy 
kfiywUdp and billjf. 

feachof'i Sipatiire 



o 

ERIC 
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105 miiu mmm sciiooL mnm 
Riiearcti sfiil mmm firinth 
mm UmM illisiojl Fropiit kmi tA! - farm ?!, fpri,g lili 



N? 2101278 



Hi Ml 







Cflflfi 







EIrcle giie- Ii I C D 



5 Eiplpyee 









1! kkikm Imkr 






fis Ho 



S Full-tlfflf atllilsKbt 




(6 or more houri 


fei No 



"l? 5fafli level of 
itydenti repsrteij 



I 



lie. fiiUriet Ufipip 
Flueficy Sijde* " 



2. 



Sim D: STUDENT yTH, 



II io. of pirtleipitins itudinti 



lih lafiguagrM* ULlsei Lanpap with 



studinti? 
I. lfii_ No 
l> No 




"ffTo^iriEP stlints on 
IDC illingugl IIH 



mmm 



ijir 

colit 



liftfl. Coat 



liifi 



'I'tff to irtitpyctloni for Csffpigting fori tl for coilii and tnstructlflns, 



6!03;gm,iiCH 

wfm 



on mmt] 



Eng. 
Reid, 
IT 




wm 



'immmmmm 



M, ^liiB Fillp. Hisp. Mtite 

H l ie i3r i Iri TTr-i 



llMi! t iiH liiHl illMM MHnHNiH ! i I ■ ■ ! 1 1 > i i t M * • 1 1 i t 

HMMnnHMMM » i M H H i , 1 1 ! ♦ f n I » . ( H . 1 i , , i H I i M 11 

lli i i ! liii i M i * M I i i !* n ! »i 1 i i i i i M i I ! i I i t M ( U 

I < M ! < 1 1 n i i n H H M M 1 1 M 1 4 n H n I ! 1 1 1 ! I H i i ! i • 4 i i i iVi i'j ViV 

HiiHl iMMMtMMf irH M><1 iiMtiiiiiiiMiiiiiiiHlilifiM 
! m . I , i i . M t i M i n M • i < M M i > M , iii (i rrfiYll J M iVlVl 1 1 1 i I M 
1 1 1 1 I r n i I j j M M n 1 f I M M P I h I j I i I i 1 1 i i i n i I i 1 1 i i i i i 1 • i i i i i i 

i I ( H M 4 f H V! (Iii i < i • i H i • M > « ' • « i t « f m tt • i i i i ( ■ i u ■ i i 

(MnliMitHiMiMiMMjitMfMHMilinrilPlijlVriHMHji 
tltiMf tHtit lillHIMMilMMHItHiiiiii iiii«iHiiiiHMM 
n|iiiiiHiHn>MNMMiiM!il!HM!ililiiiiii iiMi umiit 

* 4 H ♦ i i i i Vi f ! • * M i 1 1 H H i i t i 1 1 I i I I ! i i Th ( i 1 1 i i Vi i t ) i f j f ! i i r f 
M M I M i M M M ■ M M M M ii ■ ' ■ I i i M > n I n n N H I i H i I 1 1 1 I j i M i 

^MfHHHiMiMi ••iUi4 itiiJ Mi MH NM i«Mi nnVMi. Miiii 
r n ♦ H M M • n M I M M M M ■ ♦ M * H H f * ii 1 1 I * i ) li* lij t j n i . 

MIMinMMMMMMnMHMMtMilliliiiMHIHiiliMii'iii: 
I I II I )i Hii It « il I IMHI iMH iH ttii M' ■•••Ml ' |i Mf il M i iH ■ 

MMtH iiMHtinMnMiiMiMniMiriiiftMirfniMiiitn >( 
n liMMiinn inniiM MH! MMnnNiUtin n I MiiMiHH 

M i i ■ tM • i ■ Ml i < i • " I M I i U I i j I I ! i I H I I M H I I H I I I H t ■ ^it i t i 
I I I M M » j i ♦ i M i i N i i M I M M M * M * i M i M i i ! J M * H i H I ( ( H ; < ^ ' 

liillHnMHHMiiMiMiiiliiHli!! M i < ii i I 

f n M I • M f I M i i • M 1 M t i f M ( t H f j n I H M f 1 ) ' 4 1 M ii i O t i • 

HMfiMiMMHiMOMiiiPHMMiiitMiiMiHihliiiniiMi! 

iniili(M(llil!l4Mi!ii«'iiM<iMHiMHHnHMiHMI<»ii! 

fMifMMMHMi(H'<MliMlMiltiHiMMiilhll|l)riiHMli 

fi| f f i i H M I > i • f i M M M < M H f < 1 « I H f 1 1 1 1 iVtnVi II HH I tMiii 
iUHijl HH liHMMiHiMMliHMiMMilMi titiiUU 
^ M i M I i i 1 i i > i i H 1 i ! i I i 1 1 1 1 1 i 1 1 i h i i i 1 i i M r i I ) i f i V i iVi 4 1 i i » 
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I lU I 11 m ^ -_ ■ .J... ... ^ . 




II! Ill HdniMfi 



ttHMMiMiMfk^ 

t i I { 1 1 1 1 1 M 1 1 1 1 f M 1 1 1 t 1 I < I I I 

jYiiii.itffiJ.MiUMhHiMM 



iVHMrniMiHH tDMIi n 

t)HlllHl>ll!>ltlfliMM» 
rOMHi.MiJ.i.M.M.M.MilN. 



■ ti 1 1 1 1 i 1 1 i 1 1 

MHilMMft 

Mti 1 1 1 iniii 



M MH j i i j I ii i \ i M li im f t^i iMM ^ t m u ttiMtJiHi • ' ti n ii( 
i 1 1 f 1 1 1 II III I II i i 1^ III I if i 1 11 1 Ml 1 1 < 1 1 1 • I ( *> * I » I * >> • > » I H 
H M i i i i I i i i f 1 1 i i » • ! i n.U ft U ' F * »i ! * ! ' ' i ? ' i ' M 1 ! n M M n M ti 

,M=M* » M ^' * ' M * f,* '.MJ inn « < i ru i , * ^ 1 1 1 a i.m i i ♦ * * m i f 



mmi mmm 



mimm lehtuoehts froh other schools 



firiOiiiiil 

Coifi 


of 


Pfrsomil liserlptlen 
(Far Codi 13 Only) 


lani, 
Cedi 


35 






38 



























































hrm to call it ichool niardlng this fori, If neeisiaryi 



Til, Ho, 



Gfidi 


Csde 


Sindlnp kM km 


LSCitlOft 
Csdi 




<0 


<1 _ _ 





ir 



lig.afUPStydM ti 

~wjwrm 



«3 



M <5 



4£ 




1 Mrtify that thi iiifariiiitidfi inttfid on thli fopni Is cornet to thi biit of ly - 
knawlidge and bsllef. • 

TtaeNf'! iigfjatyre ' 



ft ERIC 
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LOS ANSELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
RasttfCh tnd Evaluttlon Branch 



Ho, 



SECONDARY BILINOJAL PROGRAM SURVEY - FORM 23 



SPRING 1986 



School Name: 



Location Code* 



Rtglon or Division ABCOEFGHSR 
(elfcit one) 



Schedule- A B C D 
(If appHcablB, circle one.) 



Type of School : Reg. yrs Mag. Alt. 
(cirele one) 



Reiilndars Usa No. 2 pencil. 



Oo not type numerals. 



SECTION 1 ■ STUDENT INFORMATION 

Dipections: Enter the number of Identified LEP students as of Februafy 22, 1985 for 



items A-K. (Year-Round Schools see Instructions For Cofflpletlng 
Secondary Bilingual Progrrim Survey - Form 23, for dates.) 



A, BILINOUAL PROGRAM 

1. Number of Identified LEP students in bilingual pfogram. 

8. ESL PROGRAM 

1. Number of Identified LEP students in ESL program. 

C, INDIVIDUAL LEARNING PLAN 

1, Number of identified LEP students receiving both 
ESL and primary language communication on an ILP. 

2. Number of idintlfied LEP students receiving ESL, 
but not primary language communication on an ILP. 

0, LEP STUDENTS AMAITINO RECLASSIFICATION 

1, Numbef of identified LIP students no longer In ESL 
program or Individual Learning Plan and have not 
passed all rtclasslfl cation criteria. 




ERIC 



Schdol 
Narnei 



Location 
Code* 



Schidule 



TnEWTIFIED LEP STUDENTS Bf RACIAL/ETHNIC GROUP 

1. American Indian/Alaskan Native 

2. Asian/Pacific Islander 

3. Filipino 

Blackj Not of Hispanic Origin 

5. Hlipanic 

6. White, Not of Hispanic Origin 



TOTAL LIP Studinti ( must tqual total for Ittfli I, 
it bottom of page 1} 



S. SPANISH PREREQUISITE SKILLS SUMMARY 

U Number of Spanish-speaking Identified LEP studerts 
who were given the CTIS l$pano1» Level 

2* Number of Identified LEP students who did not pass 
CTSS Espanol* Level C, and are currently enrolled in 
primary language coimuni cation sknii, 

3. Number of identified LEP itudents who did not pass 
CTBS EspanoU Level C, and were withdrawn from 
bilingual program by parent request, 

H, LEP STUDENTS AWAITING RECLASSIFICATION WHO HAVE NOT PASSED CRITERIA 
U ASC or TOPICS 

2. PAIR or SHARP 

3. WRITE JR or WRITE SR 

4. BINL 



I • Item not used for this survey^ 



School C^°dl*^°" 
Him: ■ ' — — 

Schedule: 

J. IDEIITIF1E0 LEP STUDEWTS BY LAHSUAgE AWD 6RAPE 

Enter the total number of Identtfied LEP students by Unguagt and grade. 



Unguigi 


Ling* 


Grades 


Total 


6 


7 




9 


10 


u 


12 


i 




































































































0 




















/ 




















a 

o 




















a 




















10 




















1 1 




















JL b 




















13 




















14 




















15 




















16 




















17 




















18 


















19 


















20 




















21 




















22 




















Total 



















If Additional spist Is neidid, contlnut on next page 3b. Put the total for page 3a 
at the bottoa of 3a, and the toUl for page 3b it the bettoi of 3b. The sua of 3a 
land 3b aust equal total In Itea E. pagt 1. 



-School Location 
I Names „ Cede: ^ 

Schedule- 

I J, IDEKTIFIED LEP STUPEHTS BY UHSUAgE AND aRADE -«Cont1fiuad 

I Enter the total nuiber of Identified LEP students by language and grade. 





Lang, 
Codt . *- 


grades 




6 


7 


8 


9 


16 


U 




Total 


23 




















24 




















25 














— — ^ 






26 




















27 












— _ 








28 




















29 




















30 




















31 




















32 




















33 




















34 




















35 




















36 




















37 




















38 




















39 




















40 




















41 




















42 




















43 




















44 




















Total 



















Sua of 3a and 3b mst equal total In Itea E, page 1. 
•Refer to Appendix Bi Unguages and Codes List . 
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School 
Namti 



Location 
Code 



Scheduli 



IPeitTIflEO lEF smStHTS Bf tSl LEVEL AWD lAHfiUAQE 
Enttf thi total ntMbif of Idtrttifitd LEP student! by ESL Uyel and language. 



Unguagt 

(1) 


Uing* 
Codt* 
(2) 


Iiglnnlng 
or Uvtl 1 

(3) 


IfittriMdiatA 
or Ltvfl II 
(4) 


or Livtl in 
(5) 


jyvinctd B 
Of Uvtl IV 
(6) 


Total 


1 














Z 














3 














4 














S 














6 














7 














8 








_ . . ... ., — 




















10 














11 














12 














13 














14 














IS 














16 














17 














18 














If 














20 














21 














22 














Tout 













If addltlSMl spiea Is iiMdtd, eentliiut on ^gi 4b. Put tht toUl for pag« 4a at 
tlw tettoa of 4a, and tlw toUl for 4b at the bottoa of 4b. Sua of 4a and 4b Mst 
•qnal total of A ♦ B ♦ Ptgt 1* 

*9»Ur to tepondlx 8i Unoyaaai and Cedti Hit . - ^ 



I 



I 
I 
I 



School 



K. jPEHTIFIED lEP STUDENTS BY ESU LEVEl AND LANGUA6E *>CQnt1nyed 

Enttf th« totil nMbtf of Idtntlflid LEP itudtnti by ESL liVil and languigt. 



1 LanouiQO 

' (1) 


Ung. 
Code* 
(2) 


Biglnning 
Of Ltvel 1 
(3) 


or Level II 
(4) 


Aovanced A 
Of Level in 
(S) 


Advanceo B 
or Level IV 
(6) 


Total 
(7) 


1 23 














' 24 














1 2S 














|_ 














27 














28 














29 














30 

- 














31 














31 














33 














34 














35 














36 














37 














38 














39 














40 














41 














42 














43 














44 














Totil 













Sum of 4i and 4b must equil total of A 4- B •»• c, page I. 
•Rtfir to App«nd1« Bi Unguigti and Codtt List . 
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School Name: 



Location Code; 
Schidulei 



L. smmi OF lEP STPDEIfTS FKOH OTHER SCHOPLS 

Intir tht total numbtf of Idintified LEP studants attanding your school 
from othtr schools. 



OTHER SCHOOL 




Numbtr of LEP itudants froH stnding schools i 


School NtM 


Loc. 
Codi 


Profpiii 
Codt* 


6 


7 


8 


I 


10 


11 


11 


Totil r 


1 






















2 






















3 






















4 






















S 






















6 






















7 






















8 






















f 






















10 






















11 






















12 






















Total 



















*Ppogram codts*. 



Code 

1 
2 
3 
4 



Program Description 

PWT 
CVP 

CAP and CAP/PWT 

SZ 



I 
I 



I School Nam: 

I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 



Loeatlon Codei 
Sehidulii 



H. PEP STUDENT ENROLLMENT AWD RECLASSIFICATION DATA 

Entif tht totil mwbw of FIF stydtnti cufrtntly inrontd at your school by gradi, 

Fof f§e1ass1fieit1onft intir the nuiber of itudiriti who were reclasslflid from LEP 
to ftp betmen February I2» 198S and February 21, 1986 at your school whether or 
not they are still there. 







FEP 


Count 


Reelasslflcatlon 


Language 


Lang. 
Code,* 


6 


7 


8 


Q 


10 


11 


12 


Edue^ 


Total 


Reg, 


Educ, 


1 


























a 


























3 


























4 


























5 


























6 


























7 


























8 


























9 


























10 


























XI 


























11 


























13 


























14 


























IS 


























16 


























17 


























18 


























If 


























10 


























21 


























22 


























Total 

























**«fif to ApptHdlx Bi Unauagti and Codas List . 

It ii^^VV^l *f*f'Ji contlnut OA ptgt 6b. Put total ftp ^gt 6a it tht bottoa 

i^^9tf!»i*^lfl^^ 6t> it tht bottoa of 6b. 




■■■■■..ii'-^'-if s 



IM 



School NaoMi 



Location Codgi 
Sehidulei 



H. FEP STUDENT ENRQUHgHT AND RECLASSIFICATION DflTA -contlnued 

Entar tht total nmbtr of FEF studtnts currtntly enrolled at your school by gride. 

For reclisslflcitloni •nttr the nuRber of students who Mere reclassified froa LCP 
to ftp bttween February 22 » 1985 and February 21, 1986 at your school whether or 
not they are still there. 









ecu 
rfcr 


Count 


Rielasslflcitlon 


Language 


Lang. 
Code.* 


A 
Q 


/ 


o 


9 




I 4 




Spie, 


Tola 


Reg* 


Spec* 
Edue« 


23 


























24 


























25 


























26 


























27' 


























28 


























29 


























30 


























31 


























32 


























33 


























34 


























35 


























36 


























37 


























38 


























39 


























40 


























41 


























42 


























43 


























44 


























Total 

























*Rtfer to ApBindlx B; Unguaqii and Codas Ltit . ■ 
Put total far H9t 6a at botto« of 6a, and thi total for paga 6b at the bottoa of 6b. 5 



school N.«t ____ _ Loction Code: 

Schadulei 



N, PPtHABV LANGUA6E BINL 

Ifltir thi noiiibtf of LEP studmts who wfi adminlstiftd the BINL In the lanfluages 
Hittd b«10ii and of thosi, the numbif who wtri classified as -NON". 



Lang, 

Language Code, 


—No. of LEP 
Admlnlstifed 
Pflmafy Lang. BINL 


No. of LEP 
Classiflfi "NON" 


1 AfiBtnlan IS 






S Cantonese ZZ 






3 Korean 49 






4 Spanish 60 






S Vlftnaniese 83 






Total 
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School Nafflt: 



Ucation Code: 



Schedule; 



seCTTON 11 * SECONDARY PROGRAM INFORMATfON 



Enter tht totil nuiibtr of cUfS periods provided for LEP students In each 
of the subjects belowi 



Courses 

-E t1 B HBffgBlg— 


No. of Class 
Periods 
Offered 
(1) 


NO. Of Class 
Periods Taught by 


No. Of Class 
Periods Assisted by 


BIT. 
Tehr.* 

(2) 


ESL 

Tchr.* 
(3) 


Other 
Tchr.* 
(4) 


m. 

Aide/TA* 
(5) 


811. " " 
Tutor/Vol ,* 
(6) 




TOTAL 
No. of Class 
Periods 



•Riftp to Apgtndix A; Dtflnltlon of Terai . 



I 



Sehool Natnts 



Location Code*. 



I 

SECTION III - STAFF INFORMATION 
I A. CgRTrFlCATED BILIN6UAL PERSONNEL 

ItnUr undupHeatad count of ctftlflcatad pafsonntl serving LEP studanti of the samt 
languagt. 



j Lang. 
Language Code 

(1) 


Teaching 


Nonteachlng 


D 1 1 1 ng , 
Cred./ 

Comp. 


Dist. 

11 A H 

A 

LiVil 


Dist. 

ilDH 
5 

Level 
(A) 


Dllt, 

\^ 

f 


R 4 1 1 ft n 

Cred./ 
uer t c 
Comp, 


Olit. 

II A It 

A 

Uvil 

\ ' } 


Dist. 

p 

Level 


Dist. 

it Q tt 

Level 


I Armtnlan 


(15) 


















2 Cantontse 


(22) 


















.3 Farsl (Pirsian) 


(61) 


















4 Japanest 


(45) 


















5 Koreaii 


(49) 


















6 Mandarin 


(2S) 


















7 Plllplno (Tagaloq) 


(62) 


















8 Russian 


(55) 


















9 Samoan 


(69) 


















10 Serbo-Croatian 


(70) 


















11 Spanish 


(60) 


















11 Vietnaintse 


(83) 


















Total 



















8. ESL TEACHERS 

1, Enttf tht mwbtr of tht following ESL twehtrs who art currantly taachlng ESU classes i 

a. Typt I* c. Type III* 

b. Typ« U* 



d. Typt IV* 



TOTAL 

•Rtfer to Appendix A: for Dtflnltlon of Terms . 

93 



ERJC^ 



IPS 



School Mm 



Location 
Code* 



Schedult* 



B1L!N6UAI PARAPROFESStOHAlS 
REMINDgRi 



Riport only paid ptrionnil who are b111ngua1/b1l1tarati In the sami language 
as the students tf^y serve (columns 1-4)* 



Lang. 

Languagt Code 


Bilingual 
CrosscuUural 
Aides ° 


Bilingual 
Crosscultural 
Teacher 
Assistants 
(3) 


spec, Educ. 
CfOiicultufil 
Bilingual 
Aist/Tralntt 
(4) 


Bilingual 
Piif 
Tutors 
(5) 


Bilingual 
Volun» 
tetrs 
(S) 


TOT^ 


Oist, 

(1) 


Sch. 
(2) 


1 
















1 


2 
















H 


3 


















4 
















— 1 


5 


















6 
















1 


7 


















8 


















9 


















10 


















11 
















-1 


12 


















13 
















1 


14 


















15 
















-i 


16 


















17 


















IB 
















-1 


19 


















Toti 


V 















SRefer to Appendix Bi Languages and Codes List 
•'Refer to Appendix At Definition of Terms. 



ERIC 



N A. 
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1P9 



I 



Location 

school Mafiii Codei 

Schidulit 

SICTIOM IV ^ COIilEWTS 



SECTION V > PRlHCIPAt'S SIGNATURE 

Pif son to call regarding this f0rm» If nicisiary^ 



Phone Number Date 

I ctftify that tht InfonnatlQn inttred on this form has been vtrlfled and Is correct to 
thf best of my knowUd^ and btllif. 



signaturt of Prineipai 



130 

95 



erJc 



LOS AHGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Research and Evaluation Branch 



No. 



SECONOARir BILINGUAL PROaRAM SURVEY - FORM 23 - OPTIONS 

SPRING 1986 



School Name: Location Code: _______ 

Region or Division ABCDEFGHSR Schedule: A B C D 

(circle one) (If applicable, circle one 

Type of School : Reg. YRS Mag. Alt, Opt, 
(circle one) 

Rtmlnderi Use No. 2 pencil. Do not type numerals. 
SECTION 1 ■ STUDENT INFOKWION 

Directions: Enter the number of Identified LIP students as of February 21, 1986 for 
items A-K. (Year-Round Schools see Instructions For Completing 
Secondary Bilingual Program Survey - Form 23, for dates.) 



A. BILINGUAL PROGRAM 

1. Number of identified LEP students in bilingual program. 



B. ESL PROGRAM 

1, Number of identified LEP students in ESL program. 



INDIVIDUAL LEARNING PLAN 

1. Number of Identified LEP students receiving both 
ESL and primary language communication on an ILP. 

2. Number of identified LEP students receiving ESL, 
but not primary language communication on an ILP. 



0. LEP STUDENTS AMAITINfi RECLASSIFICATION 

1. Numtep of Identified LEP students no longer in ESL 
program or Individual Learning Plan and have not 
passed all reclassification criteria. 



E. TOTAL NUMBER OF IDENTIFIED LEP STUDENTS 
(TOT^ OF A*B+C+D ABOVE} " 

fjiE03iBF023.86iCH 
1/13/86 



I 

I 
I 
I 

I 



School 
Name: 



Location 

Code; 



Schedule: 



F. IPENTIFIED LEP STUDEHTS BY RflCIAL/ETHNIC GROUP 

1. American Indian/Alaskan Native 

2. Asian/Pacific Islander 

3. Filipino 

4. Black, Not Of Hispanic Origin 

5. Hispanic 

6. White, Not of Hispanic Origin 



TOTAL LEP Studtnts ( must equal total for Item E, 
at bottom of page 1) 



' 0. SPANISH PREREQUISITE SKILLS SUWfARY 

I 1. Number of Spanish-speaking identified LEP students 
1 who were given the CTBS Espanol, Level C. 

2. Number of identified LEP students who did n^ pass 
CTBS Espanol, Level C, and are currently enrolled in 
primary language coimuni cation skills. 

3. Number of Identified LEP students who did not pass 
CTBS Espanol, Level C, and were withdrawn from 
bilingual program by parent request, 

H . L|P STimEN TS AWAITING RECLASSIFICATION WHO HAVE NOT PASSED CRITERIA 

1. ASi- rICS 

2. PAIR or SHARP 

3. WRITE JR or WRITE SR 

4. BINL 



I. Item not used for thli iufvty. 



132 



Schedule: 

J. IDENTIFIED lEP STUDENTS BY LAW6UAGE AWD 6RA DE 

Enter the total number of identified LEP studints by language and grade. 



Unguagt 


Ling* 
Code.* 


Grades 




6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


U 




Total 


i 




















9 




















1 




















>l 








































Q 




















7 


















^ 


A 




















a 




















10 




















11 




















12 




















13 




















14 




















15 




















16 




















17 




















18 












i 






19 


















20 












1 






21 












- - 








22 




















Totll 



















If additional space Is needed, coi.i,1nue on next page 3b. Put the total for page 3a 
«t *he bottOB of 3a, and the total for page 3b at the botto« of 3b. The sua of 3a 
and 3b ■ust equal total In Itea i, page I. 

■ *Riftr to Appendix B: Languages and Codes List . 

98 Too 



IT 



chool 

ami I 



Location 
Cods: 



Schedule* 



IDENTiniD LEP STUDENTS BY UHBUABE AWP SRADE -^-contlnyed 

Enter the total nwnbtr of Idintlfled LEP students by language and grade. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 



Language 


Lang. 
Codi.* 


Grades 




— 

o 


7 
1 


ft - 


Q 


In 


11 




Total 


23 




















24 




















2S 




















36 




















27 






- 














28 




















29 




















30 




















31 




















32 




















33 




















34 




















3S 




















36 




















37 




















38 




















39 




















40 




















41 




















42 




















43 




















44 




















Total 



















I 

I 



Sun of 3a and 3b nust equal total In Iten E, page 1. 
♦Refer to Appendix Bi Lanquaqei and Codes List . 



ERIC 
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134 



School 



Schedula: 

K. IDEHTIFIID II P STMDENTS BY ESL LEVEL AND UNGUAOE 

Enter thi total numbtr of Identlfftd LEP studints by ESL level and Ifincjuage, 



1 . - -r.^ ^ 

Linguist 

(1) 


Lang. 
Coda* 


Btglnnlng 

Of Ltvil 1 

as 


Intirmeifitf 
or LiVil 11 


Advanetd A 
Of Ltv©1 in 


Advineid d 
Of LiVf 1 IV 


Total 
w / 


I 














2 


, — ™„ — 












3 














4 














5 














6 


— — 












7 














8 














9 














10 








. ^ 






U 














12 














13 










..-■--u^ ^-^-^ 




U 














15 














16 














17 














18 














19 














20 














21 














22 














Tetal 








i 


! 



If additional spaet Is natdtd, eontlnue on page 4b. Put the total for page 4a at 
the bottoM of 4a, and the total for 4b at the botton of 4b. Sum of 4a and 4b must 
equal total of 1 ♦ C, page 1. 

•Refer to Appendix Bi Unguages and Codes List . 
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I 

school 



Location 

Codii 



Schadulif 



I K. IDENTiFIED LEP STUDENTS BY ESL LEVEL AND LANGUASE^-contlnued 

Entif thi totil nwbtf of idinfclflid LEP studenti by ESL liVil and languagi. 

I 



I finGLiacii 
(I) 


it 1 

Lang. 
Coda* 
(2) 


Beginning 
or Level I 
(3) 


Intefmedlate 
or Level 1 1 
(4) 


Advanced A 
or Level HI 
(5) 


Aflvanceo B 
or Level IV 
(6) 


Total 
(7) 


23 

fcw , 














24 














25 














26 














27 














28 














29 














30 














31 














32 














33 














34 














35 














|3g 














37 














38 














39 














40 














41 














42 














43 














44 














Totil 













Sum of 4a and 4b must equal total of A + B + C, page I 
•Iteftf to Ap^ndlx 6 1 Languages and Codes LI 



ERIC 



401 " 



School Name; 



Location Code: 
Schedule; 



L. SUWaRY OF ItP STIJDEHTS FROM OTHER SCHOOLS 

Enter tht total numbtr of Idtntlfled LEP students attending your school 
rrm othtr schools. 




•Pfogfiffl codfsi 



Coda 

1 
2 
3 
4 



Program Description 

PWT 
CVP 

CAP and CAP/PWT 
SZ 



I 
I 
I 
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I 

I 



School Name: 



Location Codts 
Schidulei 



M. FEP STUDENT ENROLLMENT AND RECLASSIFICATIQN DATA 

Intir thi total nuMbfr of FEP studtnts cuffintly inrollid at your school by gradi. 

For ficlasiificatlon, tnttr thi nuwbir of itudents who wift raclaiilfltd from LEP 
to FEP betwiin Fabruary 22, 198S and Fibfuary 21, 1986 at youf school whithar or 
not thty art still thtra. 




♦Rtfif to Appindix %% Unguigti and Codas Llst ^ 

tf addltleniV spt^t Is nttded, contlnut on paS* 6b. Put total for <t thi bottoa :^ 

of 6t. and tha total fop pagt lb at the bottoa of 6b. 

' . .% ,103 \ ^ ■■■■ ■■■ " --a 



School Name: 



Location Coda: 
Schfdulei 



M. FEP STUDENT' ENROLLHENT AND RECLASSIFICATION DATA -contlnued 

Enter tht totil nuabtr of FEP studtnts cufrently enfollid at your school by grade. 

For rtclasslflcatlon, enter the number of students who wire recUssifled fro« LEP 
to FEP between February 22, 1985 and February 21, i9ns at your school whether or 
not they are itill there. 



23 



24 



25 



26 



27 



28 



29 



30 



31 



32 



33 



34 



3S 



36 



37 



38 



Language 



Lang. 
Code.* 



FEP Count 



10 



11 



12 



Spec. 
Educ. 



Total 



Reclassification 



Reg, 



Spec. 
Educ. 



39 



40 



41 



42 



43 



44 



Total 



♦Refer' to Appendix Bs Ungmget and Codei List . 

Put toul for page 6t at bottoa of §a. and the totaV for page 6b at the bottoa of 6b. 



I 



hool Nime: 



Locatfon Cade: 



N. PRIMARY LANOUASE BINL 

Enttf the ntrwbif of LEP itudtnts who were administered the BINL In tha languages 
llstid bilow arid of those, the number who were classified as ''NON"* 





Language 


Lang. 
Code. 


No of UP 
Administered 
Primary Lang. BINL 


No. of LIP 
Classified "NON" 


I 


Arminlan 


15 






2 


Cantontsa 


22 






3 


Korean 


49 






4 


Spanish 


60 






S 


Vietnamese 


83 






Total 







140 



School Name I 



Location Code: 
Schedules 



SECTION II ^ QPT!ON PR06RAM INFORMATION 

Entif the totil numbif of LEP studtnts in* each of the subjects belowi 





HQ. of 


No. Of Students 
Tauoht bv 


No. of Students 
Assisted by 


Coursas 


Students 
Enrol lad 
(1) 


Sil. 
Tchr.* 

(2) 


ESU 

Tchr.* 

(3) 


Other 
Tchr.* 
(4) 


Bil. 
Aide/TA* 
(5) 


B11. 
Tutor/Vol,* 
(6) 


A. iLP PMsm — 















TOTAL 
No. of LEP 
Students 



♦Refer to Appendix A; Definition of Terms 




I 



pchool Narw! - . . Location Code: 

[ section hi ■ STAFF INFORMATION 

A. certificated bilingual personnel 



Enttf undupllcated count of cirtlflcated personnal sirvlng LEP students of the same 
language. 







teaching 


Nonteaching 


Unguagt 


Lang. 

Coda 

(1) 


BIHng. 
Cred./ 
Cert. 
ConiD . 

(2) 


Dist. 

"A" 
Level 

(3) 


Dist. 

"B" 
Level 

(4) 


Dist. 

"C" 
Level 
(5) 


Crad./ 
Cift* 

u Witt hf a 

(6) 


Dist. 

"A" 
LgvcI 
(7) 


Dist. 

Mgl. 

Level 
{8) 


01st. 

Level 
(9) 


1 A mh A n ^ Jin 

i Mnn6n Ian 








































4 rarS 1 \ rers i an / 


} 


















: ^ vfipiincsc 








































€ Mandirin 


(25) 


















7 Plllpina (Tagilofl) 


(625 


















8 Russlin 


(S5) 


















9 Samoa n 


(69) 


















10 Sirbo«Cfoat1an 


(70) 


















11 Spinlsh 


(60) 


















M Vlftnimtst 


(83) 


















Total 



















B. ESL TEACHERS 

1. Enter tht nunber of the following ESL ttachtrs who are currently teaching ESL classes: 

a. Type I* c. Type III* 

b. Type II* d. Type IV* 

TOTAL 

*Rtfer to Appendix A; for Definition of Terms . 



Location 

School Name Code; 

Schadulet 



C. HTLINSUAl PARAPROFESSIOWALS 

REHINDERi Ripoft only paid pirsonnel who are bfl 1ngua1/bn Itarate In the same language 
as the students they serve (columns 1-4), 



Language 



Lang. 



Bningual 
Crosseultural 
Aides" 



Dist. 
(1) 



Seh. 
(I) 



BlHngua^ 
Crosseultural 
TMchtf 
Aisist^nts 
(3) 



Spec. Edue. 
CrosseuUural 
Bilingual 
Aist/tfalntt 
(♦) 



Bilingual 
Pitf 
Tutors 
(5) 




Bilingual 
Volun- 
teers 
(6) 



TOTAL 
(7)1 



Location 

School Narni Codet 

Schedule* 

Sf CTIOH IV ^ CQHHEWTS 



SECTION V ■ PRINCIPAL'S SIGNATURE 

Ptrion to call regarding this form. If nicessary: 



Namt Phone Number Date 

I certify thit tht Infofinatlon inttred on this form has been verified and is correct to 
the best of my knowledp and belief. 



iiignature of Principal 



ERIC 



FteStirch ind Eviluitlon Bfirtch 
Blllngyil Evaluitlon Unit 



N9 2400392 



School Hm§ LQC. Code Region 



PRIHCIPAL'S VERIFICATION - FORM 24, SPRIHB 1986 



ALL SCHOTLS MUST SUBMIT THIS FORM 

I. NUWfllR OF lOEffTiFIED LEP STUOEKTS 

Enter count of Identified LEP itudenti for each applleable category 
Ifstfdi If nont, show 0, sign and return . 

A. Eltmintafy School i No* of LEP 

Students in: 

1. Bningual clafsrooms (sum total, section II, 
column I85 a1^ cobles of Form 20 with assign- 
ment code 1 6r 



2. ILPs (sum total, "ection 11 Cf/lumni 19 and 20, 
ail copies of ^cm 20 with asslgrmti* codt 2 
or 3) 



3, Special education day classes (sum total, 
section II, columns 21 and 22, all copies 
of Form ?\) 



Secondary Scf^ols 

1, Total number of Identified LEP students shown 
for section 1, Item all copies of Form 13 



2, Special educition day claiies (lum total, 
section n, columns 21 and 22, all copies of 
Form 21) 



C« Special Edueatlon School s 

iEPs (sum total, section U, colymns 21 and 22, 
all copies of Fofm 21) 



TOTAL OF IDEffflFIlD LEP STUOEKTS p 
{%\m of all appl1«b1t cattfoflts) 

I. NUMIER OF FORMS 5UBMITT1D 

Enter count of forms being submitted for each of the 
following* If forms are not applicable, enter "NA", 

^. Form 20, Elementary Bilingual Program Survey 

B. Form 21, Special Education Bilingual Program Survey 

C. Form 23, Secondary Bilingual Program Survey 

♦0. Farm 23, Secondary Silingyal Program Syrvty*0pt1ons 

PHnclpars Slgiiatuft Oatt 

Note: Pitast rtta tn g@1 dtnrod copy for sehc»l files. Submit all other copies* 
^^onions-opportunity and contlmiatlon schools only. 



LOS ANSELES UflinED SCHOOL DBTRfCT 



Spring im 

ELEMEHTAKr PRIMCfFAL'S SUNNAKt^ FOiN 2S 

School Region Location Codt 

/ ■ ----- — 

I, Fip rmi couiT 

Entif CQunt of all FEP pupfli, Inttr counts by lirtfuage and grade* Por 
pypfll t«Hh fflort than ont homt langyagi, count only oncep 

For iptclal fducation pupils aislgntd to spealal day elasies (SOC)* 
couftt pupfli ffjtntifle^ by *n4 pupfts who show a home language 
othir than Ingtlih on thi PafinfTntervitw for m * items 0 and £, 



RENINDEIts Do not count LIP pupils that have bten reported on 
ForffnO. 



Lingui^ 


Codt* 


fC 


I 




3 




S 


5 


Edue 




— . — -. , — - ■ — ^-^^^^^ — - 

1 

--^^^^ a - .. iiL _ « - ,.i-..rr,.u 


























2 


























3 








































































































7 


























§ 




1— 1 










































































11 


























12 


























13 


























14 


























15 




















































17 




— 






















IS ^ 








































































































zz 















































































~~T% 




















































ii 
















































u 


























3ti 


























31 


























31 


























33 


























34 


























35 


( 
























36 


























37 


























^ Toms 




14 

















Schopi 



Loeatlon Cpde 



n. mcLAssiFiiD pura coumt (lip t« m) 

Entif count of forffltf LIP pupils who met all four criteria for 
ficlassiflcatlen to an Engllih-enly progrim between Hbf\itfy Zi, 1985 and 
February 7^ 1986, Count tht pupils at the grads level duHng which thty 
mit an four criteria. tncludi all pupiU who mit the riclaiilficatlon 
srltiHi at your lehool within the datii nottd. Include puplli who are no 
longer inroilid' In your school but who mtt the criteria there, 

RtHlndtPi Some pupHi reported In this lectlon will also have been 
reported In Sfction !• 





Code* 


% 


I 




3 


4 


§ 






Totals 


I 


























2 


























- 3 






















.-^-^^-^ 




4 




— 


■ 




















5 




















































^ 7 


























S 


























9 


























10 


























II 


























12 


























13 


























14 


























IS 


























16 


























17 


























IS 




















































it 




















































li 


























n 


























u 


























H 


























H 


























n 














































































—TO 


























51 


























32 














































































35 




















































37 


























TOTALS 





















•Htfsr to Instructions for Completina Forin 20, Appendiic B: Languages and Codes 
List. 



112 



147 



nOi. BIUiiUAL CROSSCULTUKAL PAR APR0FES5I0N COUNT 



Enttf count of iH bllfnguil crosiculturj] pafdprofes^lonals and other biliftgydl 
pirsonnel sifvlng LIP pupfli at youf school, ff i person speaks mofi thdfi on^ 
primify languigt » count tht languagt used most oftftn with pupfh. Count education 
aldfis who iff idsntiffffd ai bilingual at th# District level (recefving bilMgual 
dlffsren^al) undtr OlST. and aldis who are 1d«ntifted as bilingual at the school 
undff SCH . 

REKtiDE^i Rfpoft only paid personnel who are blllngyat/blHterate in the same 
languigt as pupils thivy Sirvt, 











Gil • 


B-#l 

AdHit, 








MIS*. « >Clls 

% * f \ ^ / 


{3} 


Tnlfitts 

If} 


f Elk 

15) 


TetJis 

f £ \ 
li) 


1 


















2 


















3 


















4 


















5 


















6 


















7 

----- '• - • ' '-- •' 


















8 


















9 


















10 

1 1'™' .T . - r -1 T- 1- 




— 














11 

" - " i n ' " -iramj-jxT..:- 


















mm ----- - 1 


















13 

'" i A - - -- — 


















14 


















IS 

ailff-- i.-^r - - n _ - . - - - . j 






- 













16 


















I 7 


















18 




































id 


















?i 


















id 


















23 






















H 
































^ 
















^ 


il - - - 




















































^' "---"--'-—1 




































^" ""- "--i 


ii 


( 














^ j 


—n — ■ 


















34 
















_ ^ 




- f 
















" 31 
















37 


( : 












— ^ — 


TOTALS 














*Rfffr to Instructions for 
1 ■ 


cempltting Foffn tO, Apptndisc Bi Laflguagis and 


CodfS 



Person to call at school figirdlng I ctrtlfy that tht In^rmation tnttred --^ 

this fofm, if ntcisiary- thli farm has betn vtrlfled and fs correct 

to tht btst ©f my linowltdfi and belle^* 



US mmM mmm mm oistiiar 



m. MD0H1 
spriH9 ifti 



SKCIAL ammm mmm. wmmr, mm if 



Scheol 



Location Code 



I. HP wmmt cam 

Entff cQunt of all HP ItudiBts. Enttf count! by jirt^yigt, 
studtnll Mlth fiBff thin ont homt liftguigt, coynt only onee. 



Far 



For fpteiil fducalian itudinlt ii%iqnn6 to ipteUI day eliists (SD£)t 
Coy«t studtnti fdirtlifltd by BlHl it ^^EP Ijl iludinti who show i hofflt 
linguist «*tflff thin Enfltsh on tht Pirtnt inttnf itir fofffl* Ittini 0 and E, 

iSIIIBOks Oo 221 isunt IIP itudtnti rtpofttd on form 11* 



Uflfiift 








retail 


— -ifij - -nr. .Inn ji -|.: .1 ■■■im-^t- .1 ■ J. H ' ji l ■! . .. 

I Ara&l€ 


lU*«h:;^v..v,vAv.:,:.;A;<.;.;.:.Vvv«^ 






;f Affitnfan 


■la■^:v:.x■:v;•:■;■:■■:■;■:■:■:■:■;;^;:;^y:^^;•:v^^ 






3 ^intonfsi 








4 FiffI tPtfltan) 








S Hibrtw 








6 JfMntff 


■ty«»>:--:v;-::v;:;:-A-x::v> 






f KrKnSr tjCaffluuyiinj 


MUBI 








8 KOPtifl 




- - i 














mmm ::- ,-;yyy^yy-y^^^^^^^^^ 








mmm : yyyyyyy-^^^y:-^^^^ 






12 Sutsfan ' ^ ^' 








U §Mn1sh 


mmrnmyy . yyy'^M^^^^^ 






U rtii 


mmm ■ >■ ; v;v:<<v>:-;v:-:::;:::::::;:::::;:;:::;::;:::::- 














Otfiir languagtts initr 
ent langutgt ptr lint 

It 


mmm, iiiii 






1?-^ - 








IB 


mmu y ■yyy/.^y. 






19 


mmm : y-: -.yy'yyyyMm 








mmu v:;; : y^>y/y^/m^ 






21 








n 


mmu : y y y y--y-yy^y^^ 








mmu y . : 






^ ----- v. - - 


mmu y 






IS 


mmu y 
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APPENDIX D 
DescjHptlon of Instruments 
Identification and Assessment 

Horn Ungua qe Survey (HLS) . The HLS has been used since 1978 to Identify 
students froni homes whore a language other than English Is spokan. The HLS Is a 
short questionnaire completed by the parents or guardians of students new to the 
District (see Appendix C). 

Basic Inventory of Natura l Language fBINLh The BINL is a standardized 
individually administered oral language proficiency test. The English BINL 
score provides District personnel with an indication of a student's English 
fluency level. Students may be classified as non-English-speaking, limited- 
English-speaking, functional-English-speaking, or proficient-English-speaking. 
BINL fluency classifications are part of the information used to determine 

whether students are limited-English-proficient (LEP) or fluent-English-pro- 
ficient (FEP). 

B11 ingual Program Surveys 

Elementary school survey forms collected classroom information about 
elementary pupil participation in bilingual classroom programs, individual 
learning programs (ILPs), teacher fluency, and paraprofesslonal fluency. These 
data were collected for each classroom. Another form obtained counts of FEP 
pupils, reclassified pupils, and bilingual paraprofessionals. 

Secondary survey forms obtained school summary data for junior and senior 
high schools, continuation, opportunity, school-age mother program, and Tri-C 
schools (see Appendix C). 

Special education school and special day class survey forms gathered 
descriptive information about special education Uu and AB 507 programs, 
student participation, and staff fluency. These forms collected data fnr 
sptclal day classts at regular loMtions and special education schools, .^nothir 
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form obtained school summary information about specldi education FEP students, 
reclassified students, a-id bilingual paraprofessionals in special education 
schools. 
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